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Digests of Recent Opinions 





pRACTICE — Under R.R. 4-56.2 
the proceedings after default 
continue to final judgment and 





fied Claim and Judgment Fund 
Law to the effect that a plaintiff 
must establish his cause of action 
in those instances where the 
Board cannot, or has not been 
able to, make a full and fair de- 
fense. Under the act the court 
could have called for proof of 


| liability on application for pay- 


—— @ the court may take testimony 
: to establish the truth of any 

____ _@ averment it regards as neces- 

TH 47 sary or proper. 

y @_\fter default in a negligence 
case, the court may in its dis- 

—— @ cretion order plaintiff to estab- | 

ED lish liability. 

L pr Held, court properly ordered 
x J plaintiff to establish liability as 
well as damages after ordering 
- defendant in default, where the | 


real party in interest was the 
Unsatisfied Claim and Judg- 
ment Fund. 

Digested from an opinion by 
yintz, J.S.C., rendered Oct. 
‘60. Appellate Div. Douglas v. 
@urris. For appellant—Howard 
‘ Rosen (Emanuel Needel of 
junsel). For respondent—Joseph 








2. & Pantages, attys). 


















28, | 


= Zavesky (Mead, Gleeson, Han- 


eons Plaintiff, a pedestrian, was| 
~~ stuck by the car owned by de- 
dant Harris and operated by | 

ze Johnson. The case proceed- 

4 against Harris on the theory | 

ney. The Unsatisfied Claim 

SNT Db Judgment Fund Board was| 







ted and undertook Harris’ 

Plaintiff served 
ories which were not an- 
red because Harris disappear- 


in- | 


On motion, it was ordered | 


tat Harris’ answer be stricken | 









¥ entered. 
When the matter came on for 


sunsel for the Board, required 


s but refused to allow the 
rd’s counsel to cross-examine 
“ause Of the order striking the 
aswer. Instead he cross-ques- 
ened plaintiff’s witnesses on his 
nitiative. The court ulti- 
rately rendered judgment for 
-ma-e defendant on a finding that 

painti proofs of negligence 











F's 
iis 








= was “guilty of contributory 
ezligence’”’. 

iff now urges that the 
udge lacked the power to 
roof on liability after the 
ary of a default judgment, or, 
assuming such power, it was an 
muse of discretion to exercise it 




















Held: An order for judgment 
lefault precludes a defendant 
mM offering testimony in de- 
It does not necessarily ob- 
he obligation of plaintiff to 
0 proof on the issue of 
as well as damages. Such 


py UCL 















AUSHH “* import of R.R. 4:56-2(b), 
snoget “cn provides in part “... If, in 
y's “er to enable the court to en- 


“judgment ... it is necessary 
Stablish the truth of any 
t by evidence the 
4y conduct such hearings 









“necessary or proper .. .”. This 
‘sion vests the trial judge 
2 discretion in determining 








or not testimony should 
’n as to liability. In brief, 
*t R.R. 4:56-2 the proceedings 
ie to final judgment and 
ony may be taken “to es- 
“8. the truth of any aver- 
which the court regards 
écessary or proper. 
‘- 1s doubtful whether Harris’ 
“ypearance and subsequent 
















s Furthermore the 
was the real party in in- 
an 
h gross inattention, con- 
or carelessness. 

Circumstances the 
‘ exercised its discretion pro- 


d it could not be charg- | 


Under | 
trial | 

| that required membership in an 

y to require plaintiff to es-| integrated state bar could open 

“8h liability. The propriety of | the door for “compulsory” mem- 
- Course is further evidenced| bership in other professional 
*-€ provisions of the Unsatis- ! groups. 


hat a judgment by default | 


the court, on application of | 


moof of liability as well as dam-| 


very weak” and that plain- | 


ment from the Fund after default 
judgment. There was no impro- 
priety in the course pursued. 
While R.R. 4:56-5 provides that 
the provisions of Rule 4:56 do not 


apply where the court orders a/| 
party in default, it should not be | 


applied to the prejudice of the 
Board, the real party in interest, 
which did not wilfully disobey the 
discovery order. 

Affirmed. 


Bar Integration Test 
Case Before U.S. 
Supreme Court 


Integrated Bars Expected 
To File Briefs 


CHICAGO—A test case from 
Wisconsin has brought before the 
United States Supreme Court the 


question whether it is constitu-| 


tional to require a lawyer to be- 
long to an integrated state bar 
association. It is the first such 
appeal ever to reach the US. 
Supreme Court. 

Any decision handed down by 
the high court could affect the 
status of integrated bars in 27 
states, the Virgin Islands and the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 
The case is scheduled for a Janu- 
ary hearing. In addition to the 
State Bar of Wisconsin, it is ex- 
pected that a number of other 
integrated state bars will peti- 


tion to file amicus curiae briefs | 


in the case. 

The central question is whether 
a state legislature or a state 
Supreme court can, under the 
United States Constitution, re- 
quire a lawyer to pay membership 
dues to a state bar association. 

A Madison, Wis. lawyer, Tray- 
ton L. Lathrop, raised the issue 
when he contended that “com- 
pulsory” membership in the state 
bar violated his constitutional 
guarantees of free speech and 
freedom of assembly. Claiming 
his right not to belong to an as- 
sociation had been 
sued for the return of his $15 


membership dues, which he said | 


was being used to support legis- 
lation he opposed. 

Lathrop appealed the case to 
the U.S. Supreme Court after the 
Wisconsin Supreme Court turned 
down his challenge to its 1956 
integration order. 

In reply to Lathrop’s claim that 
dues money was supporting legis- 
lation he opposed, the State Sup- 
reme Court noted that bar ex- 
pressions on legislation are re- 
stricted by court-governed by- 
laws to matters concerning the 
administration of justice, court 
reform, and legal practices. 

Said the court: “If tne lawyers 
of this state wish by group action 


to engage in legal activities not | 


so authorized, they will have to 
do it within the framework of 
some voluntary association, and 
not the State Bar.” 

Moreover, the Court said, mem- 
bership in a state bar association 
does not prevent lawyers from 
expressing their views as indivi- 
duals, even when their views are 
directly opposed to those of the 
association, the court said. 

In his appeal to the U.S. court, 
the Madison lawyer suggested 


violated, he} 


Justice Burling Dies 


New Jersey Supreme Court Jus- 
tice Albert E. Burling died Satur- 
day at the age of 69. He was the 
last of the original members of 
the new Supreme Court remain- 
ing on the court. 

Justice Burling was admitted to 





practice law in 1913 and became 
a counsellor in 1916. He was a 
member of the Camden County, 
New Jersey and American Bar 
Associations and of the American 


He resided in 
Township, Camden 


| Judicature Society. 
Pennsauken 
County. 





Albert E. Burling 

Justice Burling’s judicial car- 
reer began with his appointment 
as a Circuit Court Judge in 1942. 
He was elevated to the former 
| Supreme Court in March 1947 and 
|became an Associate Justice of 
the new Supreme Court when that 
court was originally constituted 
in September 1948. 

Prior to his judicial appoint- 
ment, Justice Burling had been 
an instructor of New Jersey Prac- 
tice at Temple University Law 
School, from which he had re- 
ceived LL.B. and LL.D. degrees. 
He had also been Counsel to the 
| Township of Pennsauken, first 
assistant prosecutor of Camder 
|County, Counsel to the Camden 
|County Freeholders, and State 
;Senator from Camden County. 
| In his service on the bench, he 
wrote many important opinions, 
| particularly in the field of zon- 
| ing. He was the “dean” of the 
| Camden bar. 
| ——— —_ — 
| Camden Bar To Retain 
Public Relations 


Counsel 





| The Camden County Bar As- 
| sociation decided to retain 
|a professional public relations 
| counsel or adviser to improve the 
|public relations of the Bar in 
the area and has authorized the 


has 


| expenditure of $1,000 for this pur- 
pose. 
| parked by association presi- 


| dent William F. Hyland, the nec- 
essary appropriation was quickly 
| and quietly raised at the monthly 
meeting held on October 25th. 
| Mr. Hyland asked for, and readily 
| received, ple s of $100 each 
|from ten of th rger law firms 
ke up the re- 









to ma 
vU illda 


jin the area, 
| quired fund. 


| Rules Gasoline Trading 
| Stamps Are A 


Discount 
| SAN FRANCISCO (ACCN)—The 


| California Attorney General has 
| ruled that trading stamps are a 
form of discount and thus are 
|subject to the “full disclosure” 
provisions of the state law regu- 
lating gasoline price advertising. 

The ruling will require in the 
future that trading stamp signs 
in service stations show the gross 
price of the gasoline per gallon, 
the discount amount or premium 
value of the stamps, and the net 
price of the gasoline. 





Report Of Supreme Court's 
_ Committee On Eminent Domain 





Editor’s Note. This report will be 
discussed at a joint meeting of | 
the Judicial Conference and the | 
State Bar Association on Novem- 
ber 18 at 10:15 A.M. at the Hotel | 
Dennis, Atlantic City. 


To the Honorable Joseph Wein-| 
traub, the Chief Justice, and | 


the Associate Justices of the} 
Supreme Court: | 
The following report repre-| 
sents the expression of the re- 
commendations of the majority 
of the members of the Committee 
on Eminent Domain. For the 
purpose of affording the Court 
the opportunity to consider the 
views of the members who dis- 
agreed with any of these recom- 
mendations, such members have 
been invited to prepare and sub- 
mit whatever minority reports 
they may consider appropriate. 
Proposals for revision of rules 
and statutes pertaining to emin- 
ent domain were considered un- 
der four main headings, viz., 
I Uniformity of Procedure 








Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


October 25 to 31, 1960 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opiaion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 


Appeals 
State v. Konigsberg (A-15, decided 
October 31, 1960) 

Remanded matter to trial court 
which had granted bail to defend- 
ant who is under short form in- 
dictment for murder so as to 
| provide Prosecutor opportunity to 
| introduce formal proof indicating 
that case falls within constitu- 
tional exception to allowable bail, 
i.e. in capital offenses where the 
proof is evident or the presump- 
tion great. In objecting to bail 
Prosecutor had orally told court 
that indications of first degree 
murder were supported by two eye 
witnesses. While those represent- 
jations as presented were only 
hearsay and could have no force 
as evidence, if that evidence had | 
been furnished to trial court in 
affidavit form of one or both of 
| the witnesses, denial of bail would 
|have been clearly justified. Bur- 
|den rests on Prosecutor to intro- 
| duce evidence indicating that de- 
|fendant is in danger of a jury 
|verdict of first degree murder. 
| This can be done by affidavits or 
|depositions of witnesses or by 
producing witnesses to testify, but 
jnot, as was attempted here, by 
| representations by Prosecutor as 
|to evidence he will introduce at 
| trial. 
| State v. Kehr (A-14, decided Oc- 
| tober 31, 1960) 
| (Case has same factual and| 
legal elements as State v. Kon- 
|igsberg, summarized above.) A 
|remand would also be made on 
this matter to give Prosecutor the 
|opportunity to submit his proofs 
| in the form of affidavits of prop- 
er and competent witnesses were 
it not for the fact that the trial 
of the murder indictment in this 
case has just been completed and 
the matter of bail has become 
moot. Consequently the State’s 
appeal from the order admitting 
to bail is dismissed. 

Petitions for Certification 
Granted 

De Nike v. Bd. of Trustees, etc. 
Retirement System. 62 N. J. Super 
280 











II Abolition or Retention of the 
Commissioner System 
Procedural - Rules and Stat- 
utes 
Payment for Items Other 
Than Property Taken 
Definitive conclusions were 
reached on all matters submitted 
for consideration, except one— 
the question of authorizing al- 
lowance of actual moving costs 
as an item of the award. In re- 
spect of this, the majority of the 
committee expressed approval of 
such an allowance, but agreement 
could not be reached concerning 
the formula to be employed to 
determine such an allowance. Ac- 
cordingly, this aspect of the prob- 
lem was assigned for further 
study to a sub-committee com- 
prised of Mr. Blair, Judge Rosen 
and Judge Bigelow 


RECOMMENDATIONS 
I Uniformity of Procedure. 

The committee recommended 
that the procedure in all con- 
demnation proceedings be made 
uniform with respect to all gov- 
ernmental agencies, except the 
New York Port Authority, and 
that such uniformity be applied 
so far as possible to private con- 
demnors. As to the latter it is 
recognized that certain depart- 
ures would be requisite, e.g. to 
satisfy the constitutional require- 
ments that no possession be tak- 
en until payment has been made, 
and the requirement that the 
Board of Public Utility Commis- 


III 
IV 


=m’! sioners shall be petitioned to de- 


cide the need of the condemnor 
for the property sought. 

Under such uniform procedure 
the condemning agency should 
be required to file its complaint 
and make a deposit of the value 
of the property prior to the tak- 
ing; such value to be expressed 
and supported by an affidavit 
accompanying the deposit. 

A stenographic record should 
be kept of the proceedings before 
the commissioners. The appeal 
from a commissioners’ award 
should be one in which the judge 
of the Superior Court, sitting 
without a jury, would not be 
limited by the so-called “sub- 
stantial evidence rule” but, in- 
stead, would make a new and in- 
dependent evaluation of the evi- 
dence in reaching a conclusion. 
He should have the right to re- 
call any witnesses who testified 
before the commissioners or to 
call new witnesses. Any further 
testimony elicited from witnesses 
on appeal, should, of course, be 
subject to cross-examination by 
either party to the proceeding. 
II Abolition or Retention of the 

Commissioner System 

By a vote, tabulated six to five, 
the committee recommended that 
the commissioner system be re- 
tained. It recommended, further, 
however, that provision should 
be made for waiver by the par- 
ties, with the Court’s approval, 
of the hearing by the commis- 
sioners and submission of the 
matter directly to the Court 
(without a jury). 

A further recommendation un- 
der this heading was that the 
present requirement that a com- 
missioner be a freeholder be 
eliminated. 

III Procedural - Rules and Stat- 
utes 

1. There should be statutory 
authorization for the recording 
of awards of the condemnation 
commissioners. 

2. Rule 4:60-3 and 4:60-4 
should be amended to provide for 
orders of the Court to satisfy 
judgments or awards in con- 
demnation, in instances in which 











(Continued on page 9, col. 1) 
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compensation award. 


added together to 
benefits not determined. 


irrespective of hours. 


sel fees. 


1960. Appellate Div. 


Dwelling etc. 


Kalisch. 


Petitioner suffered a 


house superintendent. 


another employer. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION— 
An employee’s earnings from 
separate but dissimilar types of 
employments cannot be added 
together to fix the base for a 


—Whether an employee’s wages 
from separate but similar con- 
current employments may be 

compute 


—The hourly rate method of 
computing the base for a com- 
pensation award to an injured 
worker employed on a part time 
hourly or production basis does 
not apply to a concurrent full 
time employment for which the 
employee received a fixed pay 


COUNSEL FEES — WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION — Where on 
appeal to county court the only 
issue submitted is amount of 
award and award is reduced, | 
petitioner is not prevailing par- 
ty and is not entitled to coun- 


Digested from an opinion by 
Sullivan, J.A.D., rendered Oct. 28, 
Maver v. 
For appellant — 
Seymour B. Jacobs (Jacob Balk, 
atty). For, respondents — Isidor 


fatal 
heart attack arising out of and 
in the course of his employment 
by respondent as an apartment 
Decedent 
was also employed on a 35 hour 
a week basis as a boilermaker by 


Decedent and his wife received 








3 


3% 


per annum 
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FOR 
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Mitchell 3-0260 
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Transactions may be handled by mail 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 











y, 





joint compensation of $220 per 
month for the services as super- 
intendents of the apartment 
house. The Division ruled dece- 
dent’s rate should be based on 
his “total income loss” and add- 
ing together his wages from both 
employments arrived at a weekly 
income of $193.60 and a weekly 
death benefit rate of $40. The 
County Court, on appeal, held the 
employments were not similar. 
and that even if they were simi- 
lar, the New Jersey Workmen’s 
Compensation Act did not pro- 
vide for a combining of wages 
from separate employments. It 
determined benefits should be at 
the minimum rate of $10 per 
week. Petitioner appeals. 





makes it clear that decedent’s 


work. 


ployment cannot be added to- 
gether for the purpose of com- 
puting the base for a compensa- 
tion award. It is unnecessary 
here to determine whether or not 
the New Jersey Act provides for 
the 
from separate but similar types of 
concurrent employments. 
Petitioner next suggests that 
since decedent had another job, 
his employment as superinten- 
dent was only a part time em- 
ployment and his wage base 
should be calculated by taking 
his compensation for this work, 
dividing it by the number of 
hours he actually worked at it, 
and multiplying the hourly rate 
thus arrived at by the number of 
hours in the ordinary working 
day for the occupation and the 
number of days in the ordinary 
working week to arrive at the 
weekly base. This method of 
computation, however, is not in 
accord with the statute cr the 
cases thereunder. While such 
method of calculation has been 
employed where an injured em- 
ployee was a part time worker 
paid at an hourly rate or accord- 
ing to the work actually per- 
formed, here the superintendency 
was a full time job held jointly 
|by decedent and his wife, the 
| compensation was fixed by the 
| month irrespective of the num- 
| ber of hours actually worked, and 
| petitioner herself argued that a 
| superintendent is on duty at all 
| times he is on the premises and 
|can be considered as working 16 
|hours a day. Had decedent had 
|no other job and been on the 
‘job at the apartment building all 
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adding together of wages} 


Newark 7, N. J. | 


| 
Held: A review of the evidence | 


two employments were dissimilar | 


and were unrelated as to type of| ; ae sails 
It has been held that an} W@S the only issue submitted and | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| TRIAL — APPEAL — The trial | 


| 


| 


1| Foley, J.A.D., 








|a dwelling 


day, the compensation would 
have been the same. This was 
not so in the cases in which the 
part time hourly compensation 
method of calculation was ap- 
plied. 

Petitioner criticizes the failure 
of the County Court to award an 
attorney’s fee to her counsel. 
R.R. 5:2-5(f) provides the County 
Court may in its discretion al- 
low a reasonable fee to the pre- 
vailing party on appeal in a 
workmen’s compensation matter. 
The argument is that petitioner 
was the prevailing party since the 
Notice of Appeal stated it was 


from the whole judgment and/ not the function of this court to 


| Substitute its judgment for that 


she sustained the award on the 
merits though the County Court 
reduced the award. The fact is, 





however, that on the appeal the | 


employer did not question com- 
pensability and only challenged 
the method of computing the 


extent of $1250, whereas the| 
court’s jurisdiction is limited to) 
$1000. 

Held: In the “Statement of Evi- 
dence and Proceedings” contain- 
ed in the appendix, the trial} 
court narrated sufficient evidence 
to support its finding of fact that 
the work had been “done in a 
very poor manner and that it 
would be necessary to spend a 
considerable sum in order to place 
the house in the condition it 
should have been in when sold”. 
This spells out a substantial de- 
fault by plaintiffs precluding re- 
covery on their complaint. It is 


of the trial court in the deter- 
mination of reasonably debatable 
factual issues. The basic finding 
that plaintiffs by reason of the 
inferior quality of their work 
breached the contract will not be 


award, used by the Division. This} disturbed. 


employee’s earnings from separ- | 0M it peloner was not the pre- 
ate but dissimilar types of em-; V4lUng Party. 


Affirmed. 


judge in his findings of fact 
must be explicit in his recital 
of the evidence and his factual 
findings and must so correlate 
them to his conclusions that 
the amount of the judgment is 
manifestly undergirded by legal 
proof of substantial probative 
value and by specific factual 
findings thereon. 

—Held, while conclusion of breach 
of contract was sufficiently sup- 
ported by trial judge’s state- 
ment of evidence and finding 
of facts, amount of judgment 
was not so supported and hence 
cause remanded for adequate 
findings thereon. 

JURISDICTION — The amount 
in dispute is the test of mone- 
tary jurisdiction. 

—Held, where plaintiff sued in 
District Court for $250 deposit- 
ed in escrow by defendant, and 
defendant denied  plaintiff’s 
right by reason of breach of 
the underlying contract and 
counterclaimed for damages 
waiving any excess over court’s 
jurisdiction, effect of waiver is 
to waive excess of total amount 
in dispute on both sides over 
$1,000, and to limit recovery on 
the counterclaim to $750. 

—Where original claims exceed 
jurisdictional limit but it is 
claimed balance in dispute is 
within the limit one of the par- 
ties must admit the other’s 
claim so that there exists no 
possibility at the outset of a 
judgment in excess of the limit. 
Digested from an opinion by 

rendered Oct. 26, 

1960. Appellate Div. Reiser v. 

Simon. Appellant John Reiser pro 

se. No appearance for respon- 

dents. 
Plaintiffs contracted to erect 
for the defendants 

Simon for $16,100. The Simons 

paid on account $15,850, and the 

balance of $250 was held in es- 
crow by defendant Jacobson, at- 
torney for the Simons, pending 
satisfactory completion of cer- 
tain work. A disagreement arose 
respecting this work and Jacob- 
son, on the instructions of the 

Simons refused to pay over the 

escrow money to plaintiffs. Plain- 

tiffs then brought action in the 

County District Court against the 


| Simons and Jacobson to recover 


this sum. Jacobson deposited the 
$250 with the court. The Simons 
counterclaimed alleging various 
items of poor workmanship, addi- 
tional to those which were the 
subject of the escrow agreement, 


| waiving any recovery in excess of 


the jurisdictional limit of the 
court. The trial judge found 
against plaintiffs on their claims 


and in favor of the defendants on 
the counterclaim and awarded 
damages of $1000. 
by order of the court the $250 | 
was turned over to defendants. 


Subsequently 


Plaintiffs seek a reversal on the 
merits and contend the judgment 
is in excess of the jurisdictional 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 





limit of the trial court as it in| 


| effect benefits defendants to the! 


However, there is no recital in 
the statement of proof sufficient 
to support the award of $1000. 
The mere recitals that “it was 
testified that in order to correct 
all defects ...it would amount to 
$2,105.90” and that defendants 
“produced a bill for $247 for car- 
peting which was ruined because 
of poor workmanship” are not 
enough to reflect what the evi- 
dence was which the court deem- | 
ed sufficient to support a conclu- 
sion of damage in any particu- 
lar amount. Nor is any such con- 
clusion arrived at. There is only | 
the conclusion that the expendi- | 
ture of a considerable sum would | 
be necessitated. A trial judge} 
must be explicit in his recital of | 
the evidence and in his factual | 
findings and must so correlate| 
them to his legal conclusions that | 
the amount of the judgment en-| 
tered manifestly appears to be! 
undergirded by legal proof of! 
Substantial probative value and 
by specific factual findings there- 
on. The judgment for defendants | 
on the main case is affirmed but | 
that on the counterclaim is set} 
aside and the case remanded with 
directions to the trial court to) 
prepare adequate findings of fact 
and conclusions of law in respect | 
of defendant’s damages. 

N.J.S. 2A:6-34 limits the juris-| 
diction of the county district | 
courts to actions “where the debt, | 
balance, penalty, damage or other | 
matter in dispute does not exceed, 
exclusive of costs, the sum or} 
value of $1000... .”. | 

The amount in dispute is the} 
test of jurisdiction. 

In construing the word “bal- 
ance” in a predecessor statute, 
the courts have held that though | 
the claims exceed the jurisdic- 
tional limit, the court would 
nevertheless have jurisdiction if 
the balance between the claim} 
and counterclaim was within the! 


| dispute within the prescrip 


|ed to save the jurisdiction of « 
| court. 


| amount “in dispute” include 








83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 5.) 






prescribed limits. But, in sycy . 
situation, to bring the balance «- 










limits, one of the parties ms 
admit the others claim, so + 
there exists no possibility a: - 
outset of a judgment in ¢,,. 
of that limit. pi 

It was neld in Clancy y. yz. 
meyer, 51 NJ.L. 299, that i. 
defendant files a counterclaim 
excess of the jurisdictiona 
but admits and credits op . 
enough of plaintiff’s claim 
bring the balance within :-, 







































than the jurisdictional 1i 
that this is not so when 
set is filed with no admis 
any part of plaintiff’s cls 
each party is then at full 
to contest the other’s clai 
the dispute is then a co 
to whether each owes tt 
the full amount of the respec::, 
counter demands. The Clary 
case was distinguished in Bow:4 Tl 
v. Osborne, 75 N.J.L. 903 
point of non-admission + 
other’s demand, with the hold: 
that defendant’s admission - 
plaintiff’s claim before plain: 
offered any proof, 
plaintiff’s claim from the are: ; 
the amount in dispute and 
defendant’s waiver of the 
over the jurisdictional lin 
the set-off was valid and 
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The instant case falls with 
the rule of the Clancy case ung 
defendant’s waiver of excess ; 
construed as a waiver of exo 
of the total amount in dispute; 
both sides over $1000. In th 
event, the case would fall wit: 
the Bowler rule, and the awz 
would have to be adjusted x 
cordingly. 

The same result would fol: 
had the $250 been retained by 23 
escrow agent or paid over to ¢& 
























terclaim were based on the saz 
set of circumstances and th 
crow agent had no pecuniz 
terest in the fund. The j 
tional limit therefore ap 
the entire amount in contr 
in contradistinction to the 
tion wherein each of two or 
defendants, asserting 
damages personal unto 
counterclaim for the m 
amount. 

By force of law, defendazi 
waiver of recovery on the 
terclaim of any sum in exces 
the jurisdictional amount, m 
be interpreted as a waiver of: 
sum in excess of $750 since ° 























































$250 for which plaintiffs br 
action. On the remand the 
ment entered on the coun 
claim shall not exceed $750. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


EVIDENCE — HOSPITAL REC-| tify its admission. 
ORDS — A hospital record of a| There can be no question but 
patient may be admitted in evi-| that had the witness been the 
dence on the basis of the testi-| record custodian at the time the 
mony of the custodian of rec-| records were made, her testimony 
ords as to its making and au-/| would have constituted a suffici- 
thenticity though the custodi-| ent foundation under the statu- 
an testifying was not the cus-| tory requirements. 
todian when the record was A witness may be competent to 
made. identify a business record and 

_There is no need to establish | testify to the mode of its prepara- 
the qualifications of an X-ray) tion even though he was not em- 
technician in order to put his’ ployed in the business at the time 
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on subsequently gained know- 
ledge concerning the circum- 
Stances of the record in question. 
It is then a matter of discretion 
for the trial court to determine if 
|such testimony adequately sup- 
case with a case to be tried by! ports the conclusion that the rec- 
jury nor by severance and re-| ord in question constitutes an 
mand thereafter. | admissible business entry. The 
TRIAL — Refusal to hear counsel) policy dictating such a holding 
after summations have been) is obvious. There was no error 
closed and decision reserved is| in admitting the record. 
within court’s discretion. Under the rationale of the sta- 
4PPEAL—Appellant charged with | tute, once a particular record is 
respondent’s cost of printing! identified as having been made in 
supplemental brief because of| the regular course of business, its 
failure to comply with R.R.| inherent reliability outweighs the 
1:7-1(f). | necessity of producing the origi- 
e Xl Digested from an opinion by| al entrants. There is no reason 
limit <llgoldmann, S.J.A.D., rendered Oct.| to treat an X-ray technician’s 
1960. Appellate Div. Webber | report, made in the regular course 
s, McCormick. For appellant —| °f business, any differently than 
nobert F. Colquhoun. For respon-| entries by interns or nurses. 
_Jacob R. Mantel. | There is no merit in the conten- 
is case arises out of an in-| tion that the technician’s quali- 
tional collision. Plaintiff| fications had to be proved before 
judgment for property dam- | his report was admissible. 

and personal injuries and Defendant also argues the trial 
ndant appeals. At the trial,| court erred in denying him a 
clerk in the Medical Records| jury trial. Defendant had de- 
epartment at the hospital to| faulted in the district court. He 
which plaintiff was taken on July| moved to set aside the default 
1 1957, following the accident,} and for a trial by jury. The de- 


js admitted in evidence. 

TRIAL — JURIES — Where right 
to jury trial is waived by failure | 
to make timely demand there- | 
fore, it is not renewed by sub- 
sequent consolidation of the 


ld fols@eoduced plaintiff’s records, in-| fault was set aside by consent 
edb duding an X-ray report by the| but the jury trial denied in ac- 
rer to ital technician of X-rays} cordance with R.R. 7:8-2(d). Sev- 
nd aken at the direction of the| eral months later this action was 
the reating physician. The clerk test-} consolidated with an action in 
d fed she had begun work at the/| the Superior Court in which a 


ospital some 144% months after|jury trial had been timely re- 


> ju he accident, had been working in quested. The Superior Court ac- 
appli he record room continuously since} tion was settled before trial and 
yntr en, had charge of the records,| the present action was then re- 


manded to the District Court. At 
that time defendant informally 
requested a jury trial. He now 
claims that denial of that request 
impaired his constitutional rights 
and was in derogation of RR. 


as familiar with them, and that 
hese were original records made 
y the doctors and nurses in the 
lar course of hospital opera- 
on. The records were admitted 
ver defendant’s objection. He 





efer mntends this was error because|7:8-2(h) which reads: “In the|dent—Raymond L. Cunneen. 
the e witness was not the custodian| event that two or more actions| Respondent appeals from an 
ex the records were made, and| are consolidated for trial, there|4ward of compensation to the 


need by only one demand for jury 
and only one jury fee shall be 
required.” That rule is obviously 


it was error to allow reading | 
f the X-ray technician’s report | 


since ‘@@thout proof of his qualifications. | 

cluded 4H Held: N.J.S. 2A:82-35 provides| without application here. The 
fs b lat a record of an act shall be/ right to jury trial in the district 
| the mpetent evidence if the cus-| court had been waived long be- 


fore consolidation and the con- 
solidation did not renew that 
right. The dismissal of the Sup- 
erior Court suit put defendant, 
after the remand, in the same 
the act, and if, in the opinion} position he was in prior to con- 
the court, the sources of in-| solidation. Further, if defen- 
mation, method and time of|dant did seek a jury trial, he 
eparation were such as to jus-! should have done so at least by 


dian or other qualified witness | 
stifles to its identity and the | 
ode of the preparation and if| 
was made in the regular course | 


business, at or near the time| 


| 








report in evidence where the| the act, condition or event was/to be heard and the court re- 
report is part of the regular| recorded. The witness may tell} plied: “Not in the record, the 
hospital record and the record) what he knows or believes, based| case has been terminated”. De- 
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formal motion before trial. As 
it is, he went to trial without a 
jury and without any objection 
thereto. Having gambled on the 
outcome without a jury and lost, 
he may not now assert any viola- 
tion of his right to a jury. 

At the end of the case, after 
both counsel had summed up, the 
court rendered its decision as to 
liability and then informed coun- 
sel it would consider the question | 
of damages and advise them} 
of the amount at a later date. 
Defendant’s attorney then asked 


fendant argues this deprived him 
of due process. Defendant had 
ample opportunity to make his 
closing statement to the court. 
There is no reason why, after the 
court had considered the evi- 
dence and the arguments and de- 
livered its finding, it should be 
required to listen to further ar- 
gument. An attorney has no right 
to address the court or the jury 
on the law or the facts after the 
summations have been concluded, 
except by leave of the trial judge. 
The court did not abuse its dis- 
cretion. 

Defendant’s appendix omitted 
several portions of the record im- 
portant to plaintiff’s case and 
which he reasonably should have 
assumed would be relied on by 
plaintiff. Under R.R. 1:7-1(f) 
he should have included this in 
his appendix. Because of defen- 
dant’s failure to do so, plaintiff 
was obliged to print a separate 
appendix. The cost of printing 
this supplemental appendix will 
be charged against defendant. 

Affirmed. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION— 
Since cleaning of service revol- 
ver was one of petitioner’s du- 
ties as a policeman, and he was 
not to do it while on regular 
duty, and there were no regula- 
tions or orders as to time or 
place for doing it, injury sus- 
tained while cleaning gun at 
home arose out of and in the 
course of employment within 
tests as to meaning of these 
terms. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Masucci, J.C.C., rendered Oct. 27, 
1960. Essex County Court. Kos- 
sack v. Bloomfield. For petitioner 
—Perry E. Belfatto. For respon- 


petitioner. e 
Petitioner was a police officer 
in respondent Town when, while 
at home, he undertook to and did 
clean his service revolver. As he 
was returning the gun to its hol- 
Ster it slipped, accidentally went 
off, and shot petitioner in his 
right foot. 

The issue is whether such an 
accident, because it happened in 
petitioner’s home and not during 
the course of his regular hours of 
active duty, is an accident which 
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U.S. District Court Decision 





The U.S. sued defendant for 
premiums advanced by it to New 
York Life Insurance Company, on 
a policy insuring defendant’s 
life, pursuant to the government’s 
guarantee to pay commercial in- 
surance premiums of military ser- 
vice inductees under the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 
1940. Defendant counterclaimed 


tional Service Life Insurance, 
which insurance he had taken 
after induction, and which divi- 
dends the government had re- 


claim for premiums advanced on 
the commercial insurance. The 


wrongfully withheld. 

Held: After filing of this suit, 
it was held that the Government 
was not entitled to collect premi- 
ums paid by it on commercial in- 


the benefits of Art IV of the 
Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief 
Act of 1940 as it existed prior to 
the amendments of Oct. 6, 1942. 








to clean his gun while on duty. 
It necessarily follows that he 
must clean it while off duty and 
on his own time. While it ap- 
pears officers were supplied with 
facilities and a place to clean 
their guns, there was no order or 
regulation restricting the clean- 
ing of revolvers to the facilities 
and place provided. Therefore it 
is reasonable to assume said 
cleaning could be done at any 
Place reasonably corvenient to 
the petitioner, and where mor? 
reasonable than the privacy of 
his home. 

Accordingly, the instant case 
comes within the ambit of the 
Crotty-Driver case. The accident 
happened during the perform- 
ance of a duty of petitioner’s em- 
ployment, that is, the cleaning of 
his service revolver; during a 
period of his employment, that 
is, while cleaning the gun, which 
would constitute a period of said 
employment; and at a place 
where petitioner might reason- 
ably be, that is, at home. 

Nor does the Jasaitis case help 
respondent for that case holds 
that in performance of the peti- 
tioner’s duties (here the cleaning 
of his gun) the petitioner “would 
have returned to and within the 
orbit of his official duties .. .” 
and while in the performance of 
his duties he has returned to his 
“on duty” status. 


In the instant case, petitioner 
admittedly was doing an act es- 
sential to and required in the 
performance of his duties as a 
police officer. 


for $300 in dividends on his Na- | 


tained and set off against its | © 


INTEREST—VETERANS RIGHTS | Accordingly, partial summary 


judgment was entered in the in- 
stant case for defendant on his 
counterclaim. However, the claim 
for pre-judgment interest must 
be denied. Interest cannot be 
awarded against a sovereign gov- 
ernment unless its consent to pay 
interest has been manifested by 
an act of its legislature, or by a 
lawful contract of its executive 
officers. At the time the counter- 
claim was filed there was no 
| statutory authority for the pay- 
| ment of pre-judgment interest on 
'moneys wrongfully withheld by 
he US. 


| Order accordingly. 


| 


| 


| 


Opinion by Wortendyke, DQJ., 


counterclaim also asked for inter- | oa nag US. v. Bedford, 
est on the dividends from the| ivi No. 53. 


date they had been declared and | 





Will Clauses And Taxes 
To Be Discussed At 
Essex Bar Meeting 


Preceding the dinner meeting 


surance of inductees who had | of the Essex County Bar Associa- 
applied for and were entitled to/ tion on November 10, 1960, there 


will be an informal open meeting 
of the Association’s Committee 
on Probate Practice and Proced- 
ure. Starting at 5:15 P.M., Mal- 
colm Hoyt and Mahlon Pitney 
will lead a discussion of tax and 
other considerations bearing 
upon testamentary clauses which 
give special directions or admin- 
istrative powers to the fiduciary. 
All who attend are urged to bring 
with them, for discussion, typical 
will clauses of this type which 
they use or have encountered in 
their own practice. (The partic- 
ular meeting room will be posted 
on the board in the Downtown 
Club, 10th floor L. Bamberger 
& Co. Building, 169 Halsey Street, 
Newark). 
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Petitioner suffered a compens- 
able injury. 
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arose out of and in the course of 
his employment. 

In support of its contention 
that the accident did not arise 
out of and in the course of peti- 
tioner’s employment, respondent 
cites Crotty v. Driver-Harris, 49 
N.J. Super. 60 and Jasaitis v. Pat- 
terson, 31 N. J. 81. 
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Held: The Crotty-Driver case 
States “. .. An accident arises ‘in 
the course of’ the employment 
when it occurs (a) within the 
period of employment, and (b) 
at a place where the employee 
may reasonably be; and (c) while 
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he is reasonably fulfilling the 





duties of the employment, or 
doing something incidental to it. 
It arises ‘out of’ the employment 
when the risk of such an occur- 
rence is reasonably incident to 
the employment. Such a risk is 
one that grows out of or is con- 
nected with what a workman has 
to do in fulfilling his contract of 
service .. .”. 

There were no Police Regula- 
tions or Instructions as to either 


Courts. 
standing. 
Courts. 


Trenton. 





the time or place of cleaning an 
officer’s service revolver. Accord- 
ing to the testimony of the 
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THE RACK AND THE SCREW IN 
NEW JERSEY 


A recent case decided by the Appellate Division illustrates the 
shocking consequences of the failure to enforce effectively R.R. 
3:2-3 which requires that a person making an arrest without a 
warrant shall take the arrested person, without unnecessary delay, 
before the nearest available magistrate, State v. Bowden, 62 N.J. 
Super. 339 (App. Div. 1960), cert. denied—N.J.—(1960). 

The facts of that case are briefly as follows: Bowden and 
another man were charged with and convicted of armed robbery. 
He had been apprehended on Friday, April 11, 1958 in New York 
State. On the evening of the following day, the Newark police 
brought him back to this State. The Newark police questioned 
him at various times during Saturday, Sunday, Monday and Tues- 
day, obtaining a confession on Tuesday afternoon. Bowden was 
finally taken before a magistrate on Wednesday morning, five days 
after he had been brought to Newark. 

At the trial of the case, Bowden challenged the admissibility 
of the confession, stating that it had been given as the result of 
police brutality. He claimed that during the questionings, which 
took place in the 8’x15’ “bandit squad room”, he had been sub- 
jected to threats, blows from rubber hoses and bare fists and kicks | 
and that he was denied the right to see his family or a lawyer} 
until the confession was signed. 

Each of the investigating detectives denied under oath that 
he had ever used any threats, promises or physical violence to 
get the confession or that he had seen any marks of physical | 
abuse on Bowden’s body. Bowden, however, was fortunate. Bail 
had been posted for him shortly after his appearance before the} 
magistrate, and his family, friends and a disinterested doctor had 
the opportunity to examine him. Each reported a mass of bruises, 
lumps and tender spots which, the doctor testified, must have 
been incurred during the time he was in the custody of the Newark 
police. The defendant’s father, a Newark policeman, testified that | 
the interrogation room was referred to in common police depart- | 
ment parlance as the “sweatbox”, the “steam room” and the “third | 
degree room”. There was considerable other evidence that violence | 
had been used upon Bowden’s person, and the Appellate Division, | 
reversing the Trial Court’s admission of the confession, concluded 
that the evidence bore “unmistakable witness to the fact that) 
injuries of the general type complained of were inflicted on this | 
defendant during his time of custody with the Newark police.” 

The only reason that this particular defendant was able to} 
establish that his confession was coerced was that he was able to| 
win early release on bail and thus obtain independent evidence of | 
his injuries. Frequently, however, a defendant is unable to raise | 
bail and therefore sits in jail until his trial. He is thus unable to 
take effective steps to establish maltreatment, if in fact there 
were any. 

The Court Rule requiring prompt arraignment is designed, in 
part at least, to prevent just such third degree procedures as 
occurred in the Bowden case. Faced with a delay in arraignment 
in a criminal case, however, the New Jersey courts hold that absent 
other circumstances, the mere delay is not grounds for reversal 
of a conviction, e.g., State v. Pierce, 4 N.J. 252 (1950). Thus law 
enforcement officials are given virtually complete license to delay 
arraigning a suspect. If those officials use violence or other forms 
of coercion, it is usually impossible for a defendant from whom a 
confession has been coerced, to prove that fact, the Bowden case 
being the exception rather than the rule. Even in the Bowden 
case, had the police used a form of torture which left no marks, 
the defendant probably could not have prevented admission of 
the confession. 

The admissibility of a confession is a question of fact, and in 
the usua! case. even if there has been coercion, the only evidence 
a defendant will have to offer against the testimony of scores of 
police officials is his own unsupported statement as to what hap- 
pened. Similarly, in seeking redress on Constitutional grounds 
in the Federal courts on a habeas corpus proceeding, the petition- 
er’s version of what transpired will be rejected if there is any 
evidence to support the State’s position, e.g., United States v. 
Murphy, 222 F. 2d 698 (2d Cir. 1955), Cert. denied, 350 US. 896 
(1955). 

The present state of the law in this field is intolerable. 
fessions are being coerced, how often it is impossible to tell. 











Con- |} 
The | 


men are wrongly convicted, for undoubtedly most, though not all, | 


| James 


| RR. 3:2-3. 
| tion of any person who is not arraigned promptly. 
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Seton Hall Alumni 


New Citizen Ceremony 
Dinner Meeting 


On State Bar Program 


In a special Naturalization pro- | Judge Del Tufo To Be Honored 
gram, a large group of new citi- ———— 
zens will take their oath of alleg-| On November 16, 1960 at 7:00) 
iance on November 18th before| P.M. the Seton Hall University 
Judge Leon Leonard in the At-| School of Law Alumni Associa- 
lantic County Court, Schwehm | tion will hold a dinner meeting 
Building, Atlantic City. The cere- | at the Downtown Club, 169 Halsey 
mony is part of the three-day | Street, Newark (10th floor of 
Mid-Year Meeting of the New| Bambergers). There will be a 
Jersey State Bar Association. |cocktail hour from 6 to 7 P.M. 

After the taking of the oath of New Jersey Supreme Court 
allegiance, special ceremonies will | Justice C. Thomas Schettino will 
be conducted by the Americanism | address the meeting. Judge Ray- 
Committee of the State Bar,| mond Del Tufo will be the hon- 
A. Waldron, Trenton, | ored guest. 

Chairman and the State Associa- All Seton Hall Law School 
tion’s Section on Immigration) graduates and their guests are 
and Nationality, headed by Ar-| invited. Reservations should be 
thur DeVincentis of Orange. }sent to 40 Clinton St., Newark. 

coerced confessions are, nevertheless, true. More evil in the long 
run is the degrading and corrupting influence of the untrammeled | 














| use of force and violence by law enforcement officers, the system- | 
| atic use of perjury to defend coerced confessions, and the occa-| 


sional use by prosecutors representing the State of New Jersey | 


| of confessions which they must have reason to believe were | 
| wrongfully elicited and supported only by false testimony. 


It is time the Courts of New Jersey acted to make effective | 


One method, of course, would be nullify the convic- | 
Another, less | 
drastic but perhaps equally effective, approach would be to render 


| inadmissible any statement or confession given by a defendant | 


prior to his arraignment. Whatever the method, we cannot toler- | 
ate the subversive investigative methods which can now be em- 
ployed. 

The practical objection which is always raised to the sugges- 
tion that effective measures be taken to make pre-arraignment | 
practices comply with the law, is that law enforcement would be 
impossible, unless police officials can have the unfettered oppor- 
tunity to grill a suspect for as long as they deem necessary. Un- 
questionably, law enforcement would be more difficult and expen- 
sive, and one cannot help but sympathize with the terrible prob- 
lems of maintaining law and order in urban areas such as Newark. 
But our civil liberties, and our tradition of respect for the indivi- 
dual, have been won at too great a price in blood and treasure to 
nermit them to be lost for reasons of mere expediency. 


ALBERT E. BURLING 
SRR 8 


On Saturday, October 29, 1960, Justice Albert E. Burling passed 
away. At the time of his death he was the last active member of 
the original Supreme Court established by the 1947 Constitution. His 
untimely death came only nine months before his retirement. Thus, 
like his friend and colleague, Chief Justice Vanderbilt, he too was 
unable to enjoy the well-deserved respite from his indefatigable 
efforts towards the creation of a new judicial system for New Jersey 
and in making it an example for the rest of the United States. 
With the passing of “Pete” Burling, as he will be continued to be 
remembered by a host of friends of the bench and bar, the legal 
profession has lost an eminent jurist and a good friend. 

Born in Camden County on August 3, 1891, Albert E. Burling 
attended Camden High School and the Temple University School of 
Law. He later returned to Temple as a teacher and served in that 
capacity for 20 years during which it was his delight to endow his 
students with a solid grounding in New Jersey Practice. His service 
to government began early and continued throughout most of his 
life. At 27 he became secretary to the Hon. Charles A. Wolverton, 
Speaker of the New Jersey Assembly. He so impressed Mr. (later | 
Congressman) Wolverton that when Mr. Wolverton became prose- | 
cutor of Camden County he made the Justice his assistant prosecutor. | 
Later Justice Burling served as counsel for the County of Camden; 
was a member of the Pennsauken Township Committee; and Counsel 
for its Board of Education. 

On his first try for political office the Justice was elected State 
Senator from Camden County from which post he retired in 1939 
to devote full time to his first love, the practice of law. But his 
retirement from government service was short lived. In 1942 Gov- 
ernor Edison appointed him to the former Circuit Court and the 
remainder of his life was to be devoted to the bench. Governor 
Driscoll appointed him to the former Court of Errors and Appeals 
and, in 1947, to the newly created Supreme Court of New Jersey. 

In all of his endeavors, as lawyer, teacher, legislator and jurist, 
Albert E. Burling was distinguished by his willingness to accept and | 
to assume responsibility which, in every case, he proceeded to 
discharge with great and conscientious application. Possessed of a 
tremendous capacity for work he applied it unstintingly to each 
assignment, giving more than a full measure to everything he| 
undertook. A prime example was his work as Chairman of the 
Supreme Court Committee on Rules, in its early days the most | 
important and formative influence in making the new judicial system 
work. In this role he helped formulate, shape and reshape the rules | 
of practice towards the stated objective: “Not only for just deter- | 
mination of the cases, simplicity in procedure and firmness in 
administration, but also for the elimination of expense and delay”, 

tanley Co. of America v. Hercules Powder Co., 16 N. J. 295 at p. 316 
(1954). 

Although living in an era of changing concepts and not adverse 

to judicial participation in modernization, Justice Burling valued | 








stability in the law and his many opinions, dotting nearly 32 volumes 
of reports, show a consistent support of sound legal principles. | the trend which. in recen 
While he was quick to resist efforts to substitute the court for the} nas repudiated the ch 
legislature, he nevertheless did not hesitate to press for abandon-/} jmmunity doctrine. The dec 


ment of legal principles shown to be obsolete or unjust. 
Honesty, integrity and hard work were the hallmarks of his 
character. 


and share with his family their irreparable and grievous loss. 





The passing of Justice Albert E. Burling leaves a gap | g° 
worst consequence of this situation is probably not that innocent| which will be difficult to fill. We commemorate his accomplishments | cisions are retrospective in 13" 
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Voice Of The Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICIsy, 
INVITED 





a 
Editor, New Jersey Law Journ: 
I have read your editorial “Jy;. 
tice and Economy,” and I of;- 
you my congratulations. 4 
For a long while we have bee- 
seriously concerned with tp, 
comments, in a great measure >: 
editorial nature, in the Camde, 
Courier Post and its attitude re. 
garding lawyers. Recently tp: 
Board of Governors of the C 
den County Bar Associatio 
a special meeting to atten 
establish policy to deal wit 
matter. Your editorial has 
gorically taken their mos 
editorial apart and estab 
the unsoundness of it. 
Again, congratulations. 
Thomas M. Madden 
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Editor, 

New Jersey Law Journal 
Thank you for the 
editorial tribute to David Stofe- 
That Dave is gone is a realizz- 
tion quite incredible. For he ¥ 
something special in our ( 
one of those lawyers we are wor: 
to refer to as a “Little Napoleo 
the superb craftsman 
sterling advocate. “The place «: 
justice is a halowed place”, s2:: 
Bacon, and Dave Stoffer knee 
this instinctively. Indeed, if th: 
profession of law has any mear- 
ing at all, it has it in the career 
of men like this, who have pra:. 
tised it no less honorably tha: 
capably. In the hands of D 
was a proud profession, whi 
graced with dignity and ; 
rity. Keen but never sharp, 2: 
always tried his cases, never hi: 
brother attorneys. Despite il- 
ness and physical pain, his opt- 
mism was never-failing, and even 
the rising tones of his voice hai 
a way of raising the spirits. Dav: 
was a man completely devoid « 
boastfulness or “bunk”, 
was utterly incapable of an act: 

insincerity. 

Here was also the born teachs: 
of law, the superbly equipps 
scholar of the classroom, as 5: 
was the disciplined lawyer, ws 
and practical in the ways an: 
sophistications of the pit. Y« 
few have borne the appellatic 
of “lawyer’s lawyer” more mx 
estly. In a more rational s 
he would have been likew 
“judge’s judge”, for he had th: 
temperament as well as t& 
learning, and in fact every quiz- 
fication save perhaps the meaz- 
est. 


beautit 
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Allen White once wrote these lis 
upon the death of someone clos 
No high-stepping horses, = 
bands marching before, 

But man alive, the tears .. 
Dave Stoffer walked the path « 
reason, seeking the goal of I 
son, and none was power: 
enough to lure him from % 
path. He was of the salt of = 

earth, and we shall miss him. 
J. L. Bernst 
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Mich. Supreme Court 
Reverses 66-Year 
Precedent 


On Sept. 15, 1960, in Parker‘ 
Port Huron Hospital, the - 
gan Supreme Court revé 
66-year-old precedent an m 
gated prospectively the imm= 








Plaintiff’s wife, a pati 
defendant’s hospital, wa 
mismatching blood in a t 
sion in the course of an ope 
tion. Labels had been mixed: 






on blood samples resulting 
error. The patient died 13 >: 
later after a constant peri0¢: 
“excruciating pain.” 

The Michigan majority jo 






however, is limited to a prost* 
tive effect, contrary to tne = 
vailing view that overrun: 








and retroactive in effect. 
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THE NEW BLUE SKY LAW 





By Samuel M. Koenigsberg 


With the enactment by the 
Legislature of adapted portions 
of the Uniform Securites Law, 
which will become effective on 
January 1, 1961, New Jersey has 
joined the ranks of states whose 


| Security Offerings Not rere (a 


| which is embraced in most state | “fraud” 
| blue sky statutes and in the draft |legal and equitable construction 
|uniform act as well, but with|of the term, and, in addition,- ~ 


blue sky laws prescribe some de-| 


grees of regulation for the securi- 
ties industry. 

The business of dealing in other 
people’s investments has been 
regarded in the United States as 
being affected with a public in- 
terest for about fifty years. During 
the period, the Federal govern- 


The major area of regulation 


which the New Jersey statute | 
does not deal, relates to the regist- | 
ration of securities before they | 
may be sold within the state. | 
This field is largely covered by 


| the Federal registration require- | 


ment and nearly all of the states | 
have established varying super-| 


visory requirements governing 


the issuance of securities, trading | 
in them, and the individuals en- | 
gaged in the securities business. | 


Since 1920, and with subsequent 
statutory amendments, New Jer- 
sey had been content with an 
uncomplicated law broadly defin- 
ing fraud in securities transac- 
tions, and giving the Attorney 
General the right to investigate 
violations and to seek from a 
court injunctive relief against 
them. The statute also empowered 
the court to appoint a receiver 
and to order restitution. N.J.S.A. 
49:1-1 et seq. This has remained 
the scope of New Jersey’s blue 
sky legislation, until the recent 
statutory enactment. 


Regulation in other states, 
while more comprehensive, was 
producing problems of its own. 
The pattern of regulation gener- 
ally provided for the exercise by 
a state officer of supervisory 
powers over security issues and 
security dealers. But the details 
varied considerably from state 
to state. So, too, did the. regula- 
tory climate, which ranged from 
the rigidly paternalistic to the 
broadly permissive. Because of 
these wide variations, simultan- 
eous compliance with the blue 
sky laws of a number of states, 
so that a security could validly 
be offered in them, became a com- 
plex and often hectic operation. 

The drafting of a uniform stat- 
ute has been a recent major devel- 
opment in this field. A few states 
have enacted the uniform act 





|but which by the draft uniform 





complete, a few others have en-| 


acted various of its provisions.| ties under the Attorney General 
New Jersey has now adopted much| for the administration of the 
of it. New Jersey however, has} statute, and confers wide powers 
not included one area of activity | on the Bureau chief. In addition 
which usually is regulated, and it|to providing criminal penalties, 
has made significant modifications | the statute also details the cir- 
of some other provisions of the| cumstances and extent of civil 
‘liabilities for violations. 


model statute. 





ments administered by the Securi- 
ties and Exchange Commission. 
In fact, the draft uniform statute 
permits state registration of 
securities by “coordination” with | 
S.E.C. registration, and it con- 
siderably streamlines the state 
procedure in such a case. Pro- 
visions for independent state | 
registration, however, might well | 
come into play in types of secur- | 
ity transactions to which the | 
S.E.C.’s requirements do not ap- 
ply. Such transactions include 
intrastate offerings, for example, 
which by Federal statute are ex- 
empt from S.E.C. registration, 


act are subject to state regula- 
tion. 

As indicated, however, the New 
Jersey statute contains no affirm- 
ative regulation over the issuance 
of securities within the state. It 
is arguable, one may suppose, 
that the broad anti-fraud pro- 
visions of the law, taken in con- 
text with its regulation of securi- 
ties dealers and with Securities 
and Exchange Commission super- 
vision of security offerings, may 
well prove to afford sufficient pro- 
tection to New Jersey investors. 
Such appears to have been the 
legislative judgment, at least. 
Amendment is always possible if 
the need for amendment becomes 
demonstrated. 

Turning now from what the 
new law does not provide to what 
it does: 

The statute, L. 1960, Reg. Sess., 
c. 75, N.J.S.A. 49:3-1 et seq., pro- 
hibits fraudulent practices in 
securities transactions and in- 
vestment advisory activities. It 
provides for the registration of 
broker-dealers, agents and in- 
vestment advisors, and for the 
fixing of minimum capital or 
bonding requirements for them. 
It establishes a Bureau of Securi- 





| scienter. Its definition of “fraud” 


Anti-Fraud Provisions 
The new law adopts the exist- 
statutory definition of 
“fraud”. Under this definition 
includes the accepted 


{ a misrepresentation or omis- 
sion of material fact, past or 
present; 
{§ an unwarranted representa- 
tion as to the future; 
{ an unreasonably large profit 
or commission through a secur- 
ity trade; 
{ any course of conduct calcul- 
ated to deceive the public or the 
security purchaser as to the 
nature of any transaction or 
the value of the security; 
{ and any scheme to obtain 
money or property by any means 
prohibited by the statute.* 
But the new law has added a 
significant qualification, that of 


requires that any promise, mis- 
representation or omission “ be 
made with knowledge and with 
intent to deceive and result in a 
detriment to the purchaser.” The 
scienter requirement is in essence 
repeated under the section gov- 
erning th civil liability of the 
seller, which adds the provision 
that in litigation the purchaser 
must sustain the burden of proof 
of the seller’s scienter. 

The requirement of scienter 
and the placing of the burden of 
proof of it on the buyer represent 
a departure from recent thinking 
in the field of statutory security 
regulations. Federal regulation of 
securities in the 1930’s was bot- 
tomed on the proposition that the 
rule of caveat emptor should no 
longer prevail in securities trans- 
actions. Under the Federal Securi- 
ties Act and Securities Exchange 
Act, the burden is on an issuer 
or a dealer to substantiate a rep- 
resentation concerning the securi- 
ty. It is not the duty of a buyer, 
often unsophisticated, to assume 
the task of demonstrating that 
the issuer or dealer knew that he 
was making a misrepresentation. 
The draft uniform securities act 
is also based on this theory. The 
New Jersey statute rejects it. 

Only time and the process of 
adjudication will permit an ap- 
praisal of how wise or effective 
the statutory policy is. Some de- 
tails of draftsmanship suggest 
that the burden of proof will not 
lie on the buyer in all instances. 
Litigation experience, moreover, 
may show that as a practical mat- 
ter there is basically fittle differ- 
ence in the effect of placing the 
burden of proof on one side or 
the other. With simplified dis- 


D.C. Court Of Appeals Only Circuit To End 
More Cases Than Were Filed 





Washington (ACCN)—The US. 
Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia circuit was the only 
rvircuit in which cases terminated | 
during the 1960 fiscal year ex- | 
ceeded the number filed, the Ad- 
ministrative Office of the US. 


Courts reports. | 
This was one of the facts cited | 
in the Administrative Office’s an- 
nual report to the Judicial Con- 
ference held here last month. 
In an analysis of the business 
of the federal courts, the report 
noted that five of the 11 Circuit 
Courts of Appeals had substan- 
tial increases in appeals filed in 
1960. 

The report noted that during 
1960 “the median time interval 
from the filing of complete record 
to final disposition in the Courts 
of Appeals increased from 6.7 
months to 6.8 months.” 

It added that “the traditional 
record for promptness in the de- 
cision of cases following hearing 
or submission .. . continued in 
1960 with an interval from hear- 
ing or submission to final order 
of 1.5 months.” 

Discussed in the report was the 
effect on appeals court business 
of the two-year-old law provid- 
ing for expansion of provisions 
for interlocutory appeals. The re- 
port stated: 

“Section 1292 of the Judicial 
Code which defines the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of appeals to 





entertain interlocutory appeals, 
was amended and broadened in 
September, 1958. The amendment 
provides that whenever a dis- 
trict judge, in making in a civil 
action an order not otherwise 
appealable, shall be of the opin- 
ion that such order involves a 
controlling question of law as to 
which there is substantial ground 
for difference of opinion and 
that an immediate appeal from 
the order may materially ad- 
vance the ultimate termination 
of the litigation, and so states 
in writing in the order, the Court 
of Appeals may, in its discretion, 
permit an appeal to be taken 
from such order.” 

During 1960, the report noted, 
the Courts of Appeals had before 
them for allowance or denial a 
total of 60 applications for inter- 
locutory appeals. Of this num- 
ber 56 were granted, permission 
being granted to prosecute the 
interlocutory appeals in 31 cases, 
or in 55 per cent of the applica- 
tions. 
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| (Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


| statutory lan 
| paper, 





covery proceedings, a demand by 
| a buyer who charges a seller with 
| misrepresentation that the seller 
| disclose to him all sources of in- 
| formation on which the challeng- 
ed statement was based may soon 
reveal whether the seller had any 
| factual support for his statement. 
| Scienter or lack of it may thus 
|well be established almost as 
| readily as if the seller had the 
| burden of proceeding to disprove 
| it. 

In addition to the definitions of 
| fraud, a separate article in the 
| Statute is devoted to fradulent 
| and other prohibited practices. In 
| securities transactions, the act 
| makes it unlawful to employ any 
device to defraud, to make an un- 
true statement or an omission of 
a material fact, or to engage in 
| any act or course of business 
| which would operate as a fraud 





*It has been nece » paraphrase the 
d througheut the 
» some degree of 
» satisfactory for 











in 
condensatio 





a brief overall survey, but is of course not 
intended as a substitute for reference to the 
language of the law i f where it is desir- 
able to ascertain yrecise meaning. 
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The New Blue Sky Law mA 


it has been convicted of any 
: | securities violation or of a high 
upon any person. The first and/ misdemeanor or felony, a bond 
third of these prohibitions apply | o¢ up to $200,000 may be required. 

| The Bureau Chief may ‘deny 


also to investment advisors. 
| registration or revoke, suspend or 





(Continued from page 5) 





Investment advisory contracts 


fers immunity from prosecution 
if testimony is compelled. In these 
respects the New Jersey law fol- 
lows the uniform draft act. 

In addition, the Bureau chief 
is empowered to apply to the Su- 
perior Court to issue writs of 
ne exeat, to issue injunctions 
against actual or threatened vio- 





course, a welcome phenomenon. 
In this respect the New Jersey 
statute represents an advance 
over the uniform act. In the inter- 
est of a well rounded presentation 
of all relevant views, the Legis- 
lature may wish to consider, at 
some appropriate future time, 
whether it would not be advisable 


are to contain certain mandatory 
provisions. These include a pro-| 
hibition on computing the com-| 
pensation of the investment ad- | 
visor by the capital appreciation | 
of the client’s funds. Compensa- | 
tion may be based, however, on | 
the value of the portfolio aver- | 
aged over a period of time. | 


Registration of Persons in the 
Securities Business 

In order to act as a broker- 
dealer, as an agent of a broker- | 
dealer or an issuer in securities | 
transactions, or as an investment 
advisor, one must register by filing 
an application with the Bureau 
of Securities. The application is to 
contain data prescribed by the 
Bureau chief concerning the ap-| 
plicant, its proposed method of ; 
doing business, its qualifications | 
and business history, any securi- | 
ties violations in which it was in- 
volved, and its financial condition. | 
Among the factors affecting quali- | 
fications for registration there 
are included not only such ob-| 
jective ones as “training, experi- | 






























ence and knowledge of the securi- | 


withdraw it. In order to do so he 
must make findings that such ac- 
tion is in the public interest and, 
in addition, that the applicant or 
the person registered has been in 
violation of any one of a variety 
of standards imposed by the stat- 
ute, largely relating to the truth- 


| fulness of statements in the ap- 


plication, past conduct in the 


| securities business, and financial 


condition. The law provides for 
private hearings before any for- 
mal action is taken with respect 
to a registration, unless all the 


respondents consent to a public} 


hearing. 

After registration, periodic re- 
ports are required of broker- 
dealers and investment advisors. 
Administration of the Statute -- 

Criminal and Civil Liability 

The administration of the stat- 
ute is entrusted to a newly estab- 
lished Bureau of Securities, in 


the Division of Law of the Depart- | 


ment of Law and Public Safety. 
The Bureau chief is appointed by 
the Attorney General. There is 


conferred upon him the power to 


| also to include on the Committee 
| representatives of issuer corpor- 
|ations and of the public as well. 


lations of the statute, and to ap- 
point a receiver in connection 
with such injunctive relief. These 





provisions continue correspond- Private Offerings 
ing provisions in the present’ While the statute thus compre- 
securities statute. 'hensively regulates the securities 
Criminal penalties are pre-/ business in New Jersey, there is 
scribed for wilful violations of} one provision which appears to 
the statute or of any rule or order} give it a still broader coverage. 
thereunder. A violation consti-|The registration requirements | 
tutes a misdemeanor punishable’! described above apply not only to} 
by a fine of not over $5,000 or im-/} broker-dealers, but also to a | 
prisonment of not more than | class indentified as “agents”. An | 
three years, but there may be no 


agent is one other than a broker- | 
imprisonment for a violation of a 


dealer who “represents ... (an) | 
rule or order if a defendant proves | issuer in effecting or attempting | 
he had no knowledge of it. |to effect purchases or sales of 


On the civil side, a security| securities”. Thus, an officer of a 











ties business” but also “character”, | make rules and orders; to make 
perhaps a more intangible matter | investigations, subpoena witnes- 
to evaluate. A minimum capital,| ses and require the production of 
not exceeding $10,000, may be/ papers; and to apply to the Su- 
prescribed by the Bureau chief for} perior Court for the enforcement 
broker-dealers. Investment ad- | of his orders or for injunctive re- 
visors who have custody of clients’ | lief with respect to them. Testi- 
funds, and broker-dealers as well, | mony in proceedings before the 
may be required to post surety | Bureau is compulsory; the privil- 
bonds up to $25,000. If the appli- ege against self-incrimination is 
cant or a person associated with} unavailing, but the statute con- 
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purchase from a _ broker-dealer| corporation, or even an attorney 
| who is not registered or who rep- for a corporation, who represents | 
| resents that his registration con-| it in attempting to effect sales of | 
| stitutes a recommendation or ap-| its securities falls within the defi- | 
| proval of him by the Bureau/ nition. Under the terms of the} 
|chief, may be rescinded by the} statute, if an individual in this 
| buyer. Or, if the latter has dis- | category failed to register, he 
| posed of the security, he may | would become subject to civil lia- 
| recover damages. It is also a| bility in a suit by the purchaser 
| ground for civil liability that one | and to other regulatory or en- 
has offered or sold a security by | forcement action on the part of 
means of an untrue statement of the Bureau chief. There are sev- 
a material fact or a misleading | eral exceptions from this require- 
omission of a material fact, of | ment, to be sure. For example, 
which the buyer was ignorant.|an agent of an issuer dealing 
This provision applies to any per- | With an underwriter, or with such 
son, whether broker-dealer or not.| informed buyers as a bank, in- 
There is a two-year statute of|Surance or investment company, 
limitations. or broker-dealer, does not there- 


As stated above, the burden of by become subject to the statute. 


proof of the seller’s scienter lies 
on the plaintiff buyer in such an 








action. Under a companion pro- 
vision, however, where a buyer 
sues a person controlling the 


But a further exception is nar- 
rower in scope than is usually 
visualized, and it may therefore 
produce unexpected results. This 
is the exception for an agent of 


seller or a partner, officer or di- | 2% issuer with respect to a trans- 
rector of the seller or some other | 2¢tion in which an offer is direc- 
| related person, the burden of ted, within a period of twelve 
|proof of lack of scienter rests|™onths, to not more than ten 
| upon the defendant, rather than | persons(other than such  in- 
| on the buyer. |formed buyers as just noted). 
| These provisions, based on con- | The ten offerees need not all be 
present in New Jersey. Further, 


| tradictory concepts, appear to be | ; 
| a consequence of a failure to fol- | the seller must believe that all are 


low a carefully drafted statute |>Uying for investment, and no 
'aimed at achieving uniformity,|°°™miussion must be paid for 





and subjectin to | Soliciting any prospective buyer. 
J 5 Only then is registration dis- 
pensed with. 


The situation can readily occur 
in which a principal in a corpora- 
tion consults an attorney on the 


it instead 
| piecemeal exceptions that may} 
| have a surface appeal but that, 
| are not in consonance with the | 
statutory plan. This is not to de-| 
| cry the value of adapting a uni- | 
form statute to local conditions 
by well thought out modifica- | 
| tions, given consisten effect. But 
the departure in this instance | 
| from the uniform draft is likely, 
|in practice, to frustrate rather 
| than execute the intent of the 
| exception, and to render uncer-| 
| tain the rights of the parties to 
|a transaction, on the industry’s | 
| Side as well as the investor’s side. 
Apart from the exception here 
| noted, the liability sections of the 
New Jersey statute follow the 
|uniform draft act. Both docu- 
|ments are silent with respect to 
a buyer who fraudulently induces 
|a seller to sell a security. The 
comments on the uniform act in- 
dicate that the draftsmen were 
content to leave the matter to 
common law rules of deceit and 
equitable recission. 

The statute authorizes the 
Governor to appoint a Security 
Advisory Committee consisting of 
| Six New Jersey residents who are 
actively engaged in the securities 
business or as investment ad- 
visors. The selection is to be made 
with a view to representing all 
phases of the securities business. 


The active participation of in- | 
endowed with | 


formed persons, 
some official status, in the delib- 
erations and policy making func- 
tions of the Bureau chief, is of 
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Call Eliz. 2-2151 or Eliz 2-3359 
Licensed and Bonded Established 1935 
“DOMESTIC CASES OUR SPECIALTY” 
CIVIL - CRIMINAL - DIVORCE 


HANUS NATIONAL 
DETECTIVE AGENCY 


(Round the clock 24 hour service) 
1143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N. J. 








/need for financing. The attorney 


'tion. The attorney becomes an 


| whether the investment is made 


may solicit, say, a dozen clients, 
friends or acquaintences, who he 
knows have funds for investment, 
to buy securities of the corpora- 


“agent” under the statutory defi- 
nition; and this irrespective of 











by all twelve, or less than ten, or 
in fact none. It is the number of 
offerees that counts. 

Because of the supposedly pri- 


|the desirability of a more we 


Survey Notes Upturn In 
Bar Admissions And 
Enroliments 


The latest researches of Regin- 
ald Heber Smith, Boston lawy 
who is director of the Survey of 
the Legal Profession, indicate th 
downward trend of admissions 
to the bar during most of the 
last decade may have been re- 
versed in the last two years. Law 
school enrollments also were up 
slightly last year. 

Admissions in 1959 were 10,768, 
highest mark since 1953, but stiJ] 
2,578 under the total for 1949 
even though the nation’s popula- 






| tion gained almost 30 millions in 


the last decade. 


All students attending 
schools, as reported by the sur- 
vey, totalled 42,540 in 1959. This 
was the highest number since 
1954. However, it was 24.1 per 
cent below the number enrolle 
in 1949 when returned veterans 
in large numbers were attending 
professional schools. Mr. Smith's 
article giving detailed figures 
his analysis of them will appear 
in the American Bar Association 
Journal for November. 





the investors may sue the at- 
torney for rescission within two 
years. Financing of a supposedly 
private character may thus be 
subject to considerable hazard, 
both with respect to liability to 
disciplinary action under the stat- 
ute, and financial liability to the 
persons induced to invest. 

The uniform draft act in this 
respect provided for greater flexi- 
bility than does the enacted law 
It empowers the administrator, by 
rule or order, and either as to 
specific security or transaction 
or as to a class of security or 
transaction, to alter the scope 0! 
the exemption, to increase or de- 
crease the number of permittec 
offerees, or to change the restric- 
tions which require the transac- 
tion to be for investment pur- 
poses and which prohibit the tak- 
ing of a commission. The drafts- 
men’s commentary declares tha 
the problem of private sales i: 
extremely acute. The form 0: 
solution adopted by the Legis- 
lature on this aspect of the 
securities sales problem may no: 
have been the best method 0 
diminishing the acuteness of the 
problem, or of providing a stand- 
ard that can be readily under- 
stood and accepted. 

The analysis here is intendec 
as a rapid review of the salien: 
provisions of the new law. Thi 
comments have been animated by 





knit and internally harmoniou 
statute, so that the rights thz 


are intended to be protected ant Mc! 


the scope of the protection ar 
clearly understood from the out 
set. If in certain respects perfet 







































vate character of transactions| tion has not been achieved, th SER 
of this sort, the prevailing infor- | importance of the forward sié IRV 
mality may result in a failure on/| which the statute represents = A 
the part of the attorney to register | not significantly diminished. Fc 786 


under the statute. For present 
purposes it is unnecessary to 
speculate on whether the Bureau | 





| chief will be lenient or severe if | 


he learns of the infraction. What | 


| is of importance is the fact that’ 


in the realm of providing salt 
guards simultaneously to the 
vestor and the securities indi 
the enactment of the sta 
represents a marked advance ov 
the past. 
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Pa. Court Now Rules 
Child May Recover For 
Prenatal Injury 


Philadelphia (ACCN — The 
supreme Court of Pennsylvania 
now held that a child may 
cover in tort for an alleged 
srenatal injury. 
n so deciding, the court over- 
one of its earlier decisions 
nich denied recovery. 
e majority opinion in the 
ont case, by Mr. Justice Bok, 
sversed an order of the court 
low sustaining preliminary ob- 
sctions to the complaint (Sink- 
or, etc. V. Kneale, No. 124, Janu- 
xy term, 1960, filed September 
71960, Mr. Justice Bell dissent- 






4 










Preliminary objections were 
‘ied and sustained to the com- 
3int by the child, per her father 
3 natural guardian, alleging that 
3 the result of prepartum injur- 

2 she was born Mongoloid. 
he suit embraces four plain- 
father, mother, 13-year-old 
hter, and the Mongoloid 

The mother was driving 

ar with her daughter as 
senger and at the time was 
.onth pregnant with the in- 
plaintiff. She and the older 
iter were injured when de- 
t’s car, according to the 
laint, negligently struck the 
mother’s car in the rear. 

The claims of the three older 
rersons are pending, the Mongo- 
infant being the sole appel- 
ifter her right of action was 
cenied her. 


















Dr. Rooney, Wildstein 
Named Discrimination 
Examiners 


Dr. 
ean of the Seton Hall Univer- 
ty Law School, and Julius Wild- 
rein, an associate editor of the 
aw Journal have been named 
’ Dr. Frederick Raubinger, 
tate Commissioner of Educa- 
on, as two of the five hearing 
ners to be appointed under 
une 21, 1960 amendment of 






>) 








ne Anti-Discrimination Law. A 
anel of five members has been 
ppointed under the act to con- 









ces may be made by the 
ommissioner to any member of 
é panel. 

The other panel members are 
obert W. Van Houten, Presi- 
nt of the Newark College of 
Emerson Darnell, 
ember of the Burlington Coun- 
Bar, and Eric Chandler, Exec- 
ive Secretary of New Bruns- 
ick Urban League. 
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SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
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Viscount Kilmuir Says 
Today's Pace Should 
Inspire Lawyers 


Ottawa, Canada (ACCN)—Vis- 
count Kilmuir, Britain’s Lord 
High Chancellor, recently said he 
believes today’s hurry-up world 
should inspire the lawyer, not 
harass him. He addressed the 
Commonwealth and Empire Law 
Conference. 

The range of knowledge 
broader than before, 


is 
he said, 


and there is a need for swifter| 


decisions “because a piece of 
news becomes a world problem 
over night.” 

“I do not believe this has a 
deadening effect on the human 
mind,” he added. “I see no rea- 
son why those who have devoted 
themselves to the law should be 
any less adequate to deal with 


its applications to modern prob-| 


lems than they have been in the 
past.” 

Lord Kilmuir contended that 
the problem in international law 
was not the absence of machin- 
ery but the failure of people to 
use existing machinery. 

He predicted that people in 
future years will urge that legis- 
lation must increase in import- 
ance relative to judge-made law 
as parliamentary government 
spreads and matters requiring 
regulation increase. 

He answered, “Even where we 
have no court which can pro- 
nounce on whether statutes are 
constitutional, the lawyers in the 
legislature must ensure that stat- 
utes do not offend against the 
common law.” 


Pension Plans Topic Of 
P.L.I. Forum 


The Practising Law Institute 
will sponsor a two-day forum on 
Friday and Saturday, November 
18 and 19, on pension, profit- 
sharing and other deferred com- 
pensation incentive plans. The 
program will be given at the 
Statler Hilton Hotel in New York 
City, and will meet from 9:30 a.m. 
to 5 p.m. both days. 

The forum is designed to help 
attorneys advise corporate clients 
and their stockholder-officers on 
how to set up effective compensa- 
tion plans without increasing 
their income tax burden. A panel 
of experts will analyze the var- 
ious arrangements which provide 
meaningful compensation and 
which will attract, and keep, high 
calibre key personnel. 

Pension, profit-sharing, stock 
bonus and other incentive plans, 


Eminent Domain 


(Continued from page 1) 





payment of the amount awarded 
is made into court, rather than 
to an owner. 

3. Rule 4:92-6 (b) should be 
amended so that a new docket 
number shall not be required on 
an appeal from a commissioners’ 
award, unless the condemnation 
action involves more than one 
ownership and the appeal is tak- 
en by some but not all of the 
owners. 

The original docket num- 
ber should also be continued on 
the application for payment of 
an award into court and such 
applications should be by motion 
instead of by complaint. 

5. Pretrial conferences should 
be required in all cases. 

6. The Court should be con- 
sidered to have jurisdiction from 
the inception of eminent domain 
proceedings on all questions of 
law, including the determination 
of the period during which inter- 
est on an award is to be allowed. 

Under thi 


} 


mittee also considered the fol-| 











the trial evidence was susceptible 
of the reasonable interpretation 
tHat-defendant in a bribery case 
had the intent to bribe in his 
mind, the fact that police set up 
an opportunity for him to do so 
does not constitute entrapment 
and defendant’s conviction will 
not be reversed. 


of the District Court of Appeal 
ee here in the recent case of People 

: v. Ray,—ACA— (Crim. No. 7153; 
filed Oct. 14). 


who, the trial court found, had 
paid $40 to a Los Angeles police- 
man not to enforce the gambling 
laws too strictly in defendant’s 
neighborhood. 


officer a number of times previ- 
ously with bribe offers. At all 
times the policeman kept - his 
superiors informed and the ren- 
dezvous in a public park where 
the money was passed was ar- 
ranged with their assistance. 


Rules Responding To Police Decoy Doesn't 
Show Entrapment 





Los Angeles (ACCN) — Where 


men waiting in a nearby car. 
Defendant basically urged 


This was the unanimous ruling 


tection” payment. 


Defendant was a bookmaker 


the officer. 


Defendant had approached the 
speaking 





ment.” 
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The officer carried on his per- 
son for this rendezvous a con- 
cealed microphone which record- 
ed damaging evidence against 
defendant for the ears of police- 


on 
appeal that he had not intended 
to bribe the officer, that he was 
the victim of an entrapment, and 
that the money he did pay over 
was in effect extorted from him 
by the officer as enforced “pro- 


The District Court of Appeal 
held that the evidence was suf- 
ficient to uphold the trial forum’s 
finding that defendant intended 
from the very beginning to bribe 


As for entrapment, the court, 
through Justice Paul 
Vallee, observed that “where an 
accused has a pre-existing crim- 
inal intent, the fact that when 
solicited by a decoy he commits 
a crime does not show entrap- 














lowing issues, but determined to} 
recommend no changes with re- | 
spect to them: | 

(a) Deductions from an award| 
by reason of special benefits ac- 
cruing to an owner as a result 
of a taking. 

(b) Need for clarification as to 
date of valuations. 

(c) Need for clarification in 
respect of admissibility of evi- 
dence as to other acquisitions in 
the area by the condemning au- 
thority. 


IV Payment for Items Other 
Than Property Taken 

1. Concerning the allowance 
of fees and costs, the committee 
recommends that before an own- 
er shall be qualified for such an 
allowance he must have submit- 
ted a counter-offer to the con- 
demnor’s proposal. If the award 
shall exceed, by at least 25%, the 
condemnor’s final offer before 
suit, the owner should then be 














awarded his reasonable costs, ex- 
penses and attorney’s fees as de- 
termined by the Court. 

2. An allowance should be 
made for moving costs. (see ref- 
erence, supra, to further study 
by a sub-committee). 

Under this heading the com- 
mittee also considered the fol- 
lowing suggestions but determin- 
ed to make no recommeadations 
with respect to them. 

(a) Allowance for loss of profit 
and good-will. 





both qualified and non-qualified, 
will be discussed in the light of 
sound business practice, tax fac- 
tors and government regulations. 
The advantages and disadvant- 
ages of each type of plan will be 
fully explored. Questions submit-| 


tute, 20 Vesey St., New York 7, 
nS 
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penses to condemning authori- 
ties. | 


any proposed legislation to im- 
ted by the audience will be wel-| plement these suggestions be- 
comed by the panel at the con-| cause of 
clusion of each day’s program. | Commission created by Chapter 

Complete information and reg-| 29, P.L. 1960 (N. J. S. A. 1:16-1 to} }} 
istration details may be obtained | 1:16-8). 
from the Practising Law Insti-| 


| 

| Dated: October 
Joseph H. Kenney has become Members: 

an associate of the firm of Arch-| 

er, Greiner, Hunter & Read, 518 

Market St., Camden 2. 


(b) Damages due to inability to 
re-locate. 
(c) Allowance of costs and ex- 


The committee has not drafted 


the existence of the 





Respectfully submitted, for 
the Committee 

by /s/ Grover C. Richman, Jr. 
Chairman 

27, 1960 


Hon. John O. Bigelow, | 
William R. Blair, Jr. Al 
Charles Danzig, 

Judge William H. Donnelly 
Walter Goldberg, 

Herbert J. Hannoch, 
Augustine J. Kelly, 

William J. McCormack, 
Alfred A. Rochester 
Hon. James Rosen, 
Morgan R. Seiffert, 
Russell E. Watson, 
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STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF 
SENATOR JOHN F. KENNEDY 


Lawyers respect Senator John F. Kennedy for his direct and 
realistic answers to difficult and complicated questions, his 
disavowal of evasive tactics, his clear thinking and straight 
talk, his refusal to mislead with empty slogans, his vision 
and foresight, his grasp of history, and his rejection of all 
appeal to emotional prejudice. 


Lawyers support Senator Kennedy because of his practical 
idealism, his dedication to American custom and tradition, 
his courage under fire, his vitality, his concern for the aged, 
the sick, the impoverished and the victimized. They remem- 
ber his appeal for a sensible, rational policy in Algeria, his 
recognition of the importance of the emergent nations in 
Asia and Africa, his warnings on the failure of the Latin 
American policy of the present administration, his promo- 
tion of efforts for the recovery of India, his constant battle 
for a better minimum wage law, his efforts on behalf of 
school construction and reasonable betterment of teachers’ 
salaries, his crusade against racketeering in labor-manage- 
ment affairs, and his awareness of the pressing importance 
of old age medical aid financed within the existing social 
security structure. 


Lawyers work for the election of Senator Kennedy because 
of his wise and unwaivering dedication to our Constitution, 
his informed concern for the national well-being, his under- 
standing of the complex and novel problems facing our 
government in this atomic and global age, and his capacity 
for inspiring people of talent and good will to work for the 
noblest and most necessary national and international objec- 


tives, without sacrificing financial stability. 


Lawyers will vote for Senator John F. Kennedy as President 
of the United States because of his moral character, his 
proven ability, for decisive leadership, his constructive ree- 
ord as Congressman and Senator, and above all, because of 
his realistic program for vigorous domestic and world action. 


Richard J. Hughes, Mercer 
Arthur S. Meredith, Somerset 
Edward J. O'Mara, Hudson 
Grover C. Richman, Jr., Camden 
Thomas J. Smith, Jr., Monmouth 
John E. Toolan, Middlesex 


John O. Bigelow, Essex 

John J. Breslin, Jr., Bergen 
Charles N. Egan, Jr., Morris 
Alexander Feinberg, Camden 
Walter J. Gardner, Jr., Passaic 


Peter L. Hughes, Jr., Union 


Paid for by Lawyers for Kennedy - New Jersey 


John H. Yauch, State Chairman - 1] Commerce St.. Newark 





Attend Luncheon Friday, November 4— I P.M. 
Essex House, Newark. Hear Governor 


Meyner Speak on the Issues 
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Federal Tax Notes ’ 5 





by Harold Kamens 


INTEREST DEDUCTIONS: To 
finance the construction of a 
parking garage, taxpayer corpor- 
ation issued discount bonds and 
debentures. The rate of interest 
was fixed, but the bonds and deb- 
entures were to be retired from 
a fund consisting of 20% of gross 
receipts each year or $20,000, 
whichever was greater. Neverthe- 
less the bonds and debentures 
represented a fixed obligation due 
at maturity. The principal amount 
of the indebtedness was $600,000 
and only $6,000 was paid in for 
stock, but stockholders held only 
21% of the indebtedness. 


Held: The bonds and debentures 

represented actual debt and not 
equity, as the Commissioner con- 
tended. Deductions for interest 
and discount amortization are al- 
lowed. Blaise, Inc., DC La., 10/26/- 
59. 
CAPITAL CONTRIBUTIONS: 
Taxpayer-corporation began busi- 
ness with a small risk capital - 
100 shares at $5 a share - of 
which 25 shares were cancelled 
soon thereafter. As the business 
grew (its annual cost of goods 
sold approached $1,000,000 the 
need for equity capital increased. 
The corporation borrowed over 
$257,000 from certain trusts set 
up by the sole stockholder for the 
benefit of herself and her chil- 
dren. The trustee was the husband 
of the grantor, and also the cor- 
poration’s chief executive officer. 
Though the advances by the trust 
were ostensibly repayable on de- 
mand, no payments were made 
to reduce the balance of $257,000, 
and no demand was made for re- 
payment. The advances were 
never collateralized and were 
subordinated to bank loans. 

Held: The advances were not 
bona fide indebtedness but con- 
stituted capital contributions. Ac- 
cordingly, deductions for “inter- 
est” paid on the advances were 
denied. Zephyr Mills, Inc., TMC 
1959-181. 


LAW BOOKS 


BOUGHT — SOLD — BXCHANGED 
COMPLETE LIBRARIES AND SINGLE 
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request. 225 East Hanover St., 

Trenton, N. J. EXport 2-4521. 
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| INTEREST DEDUCTIONS: Tax- 
payer corporation issued notes to 
its principal stockholders in con- 
sideration for a $200,000 loan. The 
notes were negotiable, bore inter- 
est at 6%, and had a fixed matur- 
ity date. 

Held: Even though no security 
was given by the corporation, or 
insisted upon by the stockholders, 
that fact is immaterial since the 
notes represented in substance as 
well as in form a bona fide in- 
debtedness. Interest paid on the 
notes is allowed as a deduction. 
There was no question of thin 
capitalization because material 
amounts of capital were invested 
in stock. M & M Corp., TM 1959- 
217. 

PERSONAL OR BUSINESS LOS- 
SES: Taxpayer claimed that a 
corporation which he organized 
to conduct timber milling oper- 
ations was never really a corpo- 
rate entity for tax purposes since 
it failed to comply with all state 
requirements. Accordingly, tax- 
payer argued that his “advances” 
to the “corporation” were in re- 
ality to his own business venture 
so that subsequent losses were 
recognizable to him individually. 

Held: The court disagreed 
maintaining that if a corporation 
engages in business activity sub- 
sequent to its incorporation, its 
entity will not be disregarded for 
tax purposes. O’Neill, CA-9, 
10/13/59. 

BOOT IN REORGANIZATION: 
When the corporation of which 
taxpayer was a stockholder merg- 
ed with another corporation, there 
was a dispute over its tax liability. 
Accordingly, a number of shares 
of the merged corporation were 
reserved pending the outcome of 
the tax controversy. When the 
tax was settled, the number of 
the reserved shares to be issued 
to taxpayer and the other stock- 
holders would be determined. 
Meanwhile, certificates of con- 
tingent interest were issued to the 
stockholders to represent their 
interest in the reserved shares. 

Held: The Commissioner’s view 
that these certificates were not 
stock is upheld; they represented 
boot in the organization. Carl- 
perg, DC Mo., 10/19/59. 
DIVIDENDS: Taxpayer and his 
family were in complete control 
of a corporation which had a 
large amout of cash in its bank 
account, apparently far in excess 


then pending involving ownership 
of some of the stock, dividends 
could not be declared. Taxpayer 


of its needs. Because of litigation | 


| ness, although with the ultimate 
| purpose of liquidation. Its status 
as an association taxable as a 
corporation continued during the 
| liquidation period. Mullendore 
| Trust Co., CA-10, 10/21/59. 

| DIVIDENDS: At the end of each 
| year taxpayer distributed a $10,- 
|000 “bonus” to each of its three 
/equal stockholders, who were 
| brothers. The brothers each re- 
| ceived $20,000 to $25,000 in other 
compensation from taxpayer each 
| year. 

| Held: The payments were dis- 
| tributed to stockholders as divi- 
|dends, rather than additional 
|compensation. Louisville Chair 
|Co., DC Ky., 9/11/59. 
COLLAPSIBLE CORPORATION: 
Taxpayer completed construction 
of an apartment building in Oc- 
tober, rented most of the units, 
and sold the building the follow- 
ing May. A few months later, tax- 
payer-corporation dissolved and 
its assets were distributed to its 
stockholders. 

Held: The intent to dissolve be- 

fore realizing substantial income 
was present, and therefore, tax- 
payer was a collapsible corpora- 
tion. The value of a second mort- 
gage taxpayer received on the 
sale of the business is also deter- 
mined. 688 East Avenue, DC N.Y., 
6/26/59. 
BOOK VALUE OF PARTNER- 
SHIP: The book value of deced- 
ent’s partnership interest on the 
date of his death was less than 
the fair market value. Decedent’s 
executor contended that the in- 
terest should be valued at book 
because of an “irrevocable” option 
to purchase decedent’s interest 
after his death for the book value 
of such interest. In addition to 
giving the surviving partners the 
option to purchase, the agree- 
ment restricted the right of the 
decedent to assign or transfer 
his partnership interest during 
his lifetime. 

Held: The executor was correct. 
The partnership agreement was 
a valid agreement supported by 
adequate consideration, and de- 
cedent could not have disposed of 
his interest to an outside purch- 
aser for fair market value with- 
out the consent of the other part- 
ners. Book value, or the amount 
in decedent’s capital account at 
his death, was the proper value 
for Federal estate tax purposes. 
Fiorito, 32 TC No. 51, 11/30/59. 
CHARITABLE REMAINDER: The 
residue of the decedent’s estate 
was bequeathed in trust, income 
| to be paid to his sister-in-law for 
pane life, and thereafter in per- 
petuity to Washington Univer- 








and his family, however, with-|Sity for medical research. The 
drew large sums from the corpor- | executors claimed a deduction for 
the use of other corporations in | S€S on the estate’s income tax re- 
which they were interested, with- | ‘urn, and filed a waiver of their 
out any of the usual formalities right to deduct the administration 
followed in making bona fide | expenses for the purpose of com- 
loans. |puting decedent’s estate taxes. 
Held: Under the circumstances, | The Commissioner took the posi- 
the withdrawals were not loans | tion that before computing the 
but dividends. Spheeris, TCM | Value of the charitable remain- 
1959-225. |der the administration expenses 
PERIOD OF LIQUIDATION: Tax- should first be deducted from 
payer was a trust with transfer- | the value of the corpus of the 
able certificates of beneficial in- | residuary estate. 
terest. It had extensive holdings} Held: Commissioner is upheld. 
of ranch properties, livestock and | Administration expenses are pay- 
corporate securities and conceded-| able out of estate corpus rather 
ly was taxable as a corporation | than estate income (under Mis- 
in the years of its ordinary busi- | Souri law), and the amount of a 
ness operations. However, tax- charitable deduction may not be 
payer contended that it was not} greater than the value of what 
so taxable after the term of the| the charity is actually entitled to 
trust had expired and it had de- | receive. Luehrmann, 33 TC No. 32. 
termined to liquidate. Because of }|LUMP SUM RE SEPARATION: 
the nature of its properties, sev- | Taxpayer was a participant in 
eral years were required for an| his employer’s qualified retire- 
orderly liquidation. ;ment plan. On May 5, 1955 new 
Held: Its purpose during those | owners acquired the stock of the 
| years was still to carry on a busi-|employer-corporation and voted 








| to terminate the retirement plan 
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|} as of May 5 if a ruling could be 
| obtained from the IRS that ter- 
mination would have no adverse 
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tax consequences. On July 26, the 
IRS gave a favorable ruling and 
taxpayer received a lump sum 


distribution on August 1 in dis-| 


charge of all his benefits under 
the plan. Taxpayer was actually 
separated from his employer's 
service on June 1. 

Held: Since the retirement plan 
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| and wife providing that the hy; | 


| band pay the wife $300 per mor:+ 
for a period of 10 years “ensy,, 
from the date of decree of 3. 
| vorce.” The decree was enter; 
| into 1/19/52. The Code treat; -. 
| periodic payments, and theref;,. 
| as alimony, installments of a fx-4 
| sum paid over a period in exp,;:] 
|of ten years. i 





















































































had not definitely been termin- 
ated on the date of his separation,; Held: The payments were ~~ : 
the payments to him two months | periodic and, hence, are not ds. C 
later were held to have been! qyctible as alimony because +. 
made on account of his separa-| period covered was not mor t 
tion from the employer’s service | 19 years. Both the stipulatic a 
and not because of termination of | the decree fixed the date of 0 
the plan. Accordingly the pay-| decree as the effective date "Mm 2 
ments were taxable as long term) the obligation. Under the terwl 0) 
capital gain. Judkins, 31 TC 1022,/ of the decree, the first pa ee hi 
acq. IRB 1959-42. | became due and payable 2/193) 2 
ORDINARY BUSINESS’ EX-| and the last payment will bi nh 
PENSE: In 1951 taxpayer created} come due and payable 1/19, at 
a group-life annuity plan for its| a period obviously not more t 20 
employees. The plan excluded four|10 years. Spicknall Estate, Toy ¢, 
of the employees who were over | 1959-213. ha 
70. Taxpayer felt it had a moral | REIMBURSABLE EXPENS5s.@ 2% 
obligation to these ineligible em- | Taxpayer was a revenue a nfl or 
ployees and in 1953 voted to give| in the field examination of su] 
them equivalent annuities which|tyrns. His duties nec an 
were actually purchased in Jan- | travel in his own automobile. : vic 
uary 1954. though the IRS regulations proj wit 
Held: The purchase was not| vided for reimbursement at thal th: 
under any plan deferring the re-|rate of 7c. per mile for use off wa 
ceipt of compensation such as to| one’s own automobile, taxp cou 
render it deductible only under| never filed a voucher for rein yy 
the pension plan provisions. Ac-| bursement except On one occa 5f | 
cordingly the payment was an_| sion. Rel 
ordinary and necessary business} welq: The reimbursable ej s10 
expense properly accruable in| penses which in fact were moi wh 
1953, the year the obligation was| reimbursed because taxpayem™ int 
a H. B. Ives Co., TCH) failed to claim them, were nf™ tha 
ov-104. “necessary” expenses and were as ; 
EXEMPTION FOR DEPEND- | therefore, not deductible. Rogesfif her 
ENCY: Taxpayer claimed depend- | TCM 1959-192. to | 
ency exemptions for his mother,| — tha’ 
two sisters and two nieces. The! ¥-7 ee men 
Commissioner disallowed the ex- COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION .... 
emptions. _ PBRUMBERG, JUDLOWE |) 
A ce =e be “I Rn : 
ialild: The Commissioner sus- Fi gccaepirep. music apsustas fl “<i 
xpayer failed to 5 PROPERTY LOSSES Fi 
establish that he furnished more Howe Avenue, Passaic, 6. Lie Reis 
than half of the support of all Prescott 9- fa ¥ 
or any of the claimed dependents, : Fu 
and each or any of them had| Mave 
gross income for the year of less et al 
= $600. Mosley, Jr., TCM 1959- | 1960) 
RETURN OF CAPITAL: An W A N T Pl 
agreement incident to their di- j 
vorce provided that taxpayer’s S re’ () FE @) N E “* 


ex-husband should pay her $300 
a month. Of this sum $100 was 


earmarked as payment of a debt | 


of $12,000 he owed her. 


Held: The debt was in fact 


owed and the treatment of the 
$100 as a return of capital rather 
than alimony is approved. Rush, 
DC Ala., 10/27/59. 

PAYMENTS FOR SUPPORT & 
PROPERTY: In the _ District 
Court, payments made to tax- 
payer under a divorce decree were 
held to have been made in dis- 
charge of taxpayer’s former hus- 
band’s obligation to support, and 
not for taxpayer’s property rights 
in their joint business. A charac- 
terization by the state court of 


the agreement as a property | 


settlement agreement, not an ali- 
mony agreement, does not deter- 
mine the taxability of the pay- 
ments. The district court noted 
that taxpayer understood that she 
was going to pay the taxes on the 
payments. 

Held: This court reverses and 
remands. The fact that the sepa- 
ration agreement provided for 
monthly payments to last the 
life-time of the ex-wife, rather 
than to terminate upon her re- 
Marriage or upon the death of 
the ex-husband, tends to show 
they were not really in satisfac- 
tion of an obligation to support. 
Segregation must be made be- 
tween the portions in payment 
for support and for property. 
Soltermann, CA19, 10/27/59. 

MONTHLY PAYMENTS: A ywrit- 
ten stipulation dated 1/17/52 was 
entered into between a husband 
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Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


(Continued from page 1) 





SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Brower v. Rossmy (A-459-59, de- 

cided October 24, 1960) 

Reversed county court judg- 

ment that had affix rmed dismissal 
of claim petition by Workmen’s 
Comp. Div., and held that peti- 
tioner was “employee” of respond- 
ent at time she slipped and fell 
on floor of his premises, sustaining 
a broken hip. Petitioner was facial 
operator in room in respondent’s 
hairdressing establishment under 
angement by which he paid 
her 75% of the net from her oper- 
chess plus 15% commissions on 
sosmeti cs she sol Id. She supplied 
equipment she had pli sare 
nad, but only his name ap- 
peared on outside; he con- 
troled the appointments and 
supplied bulk of the customers; 
and he could terminate her ser- 
vices at will. Court does not agree 
with deputy director’s finding 
that landlord-tenant relationship 
was equally spelled out, nor with 
rounty court’s finding of inde- 
pendent contractor status because 
of lack of control over her work. 
Relative nature of the work test 
should be applied instead here 
where petitioner was more skilled 
in the work than respondent. Fact 
that petitioner paid income taxes 
as self-employed should not bar 
her as that was due to his refusal | 
to deduct. Nor should the fact 
that 
menced negligence action against 
respondent bar this action. 
Webber v. McCormick (A-196-59, 
decided October 21, 1960) 

Full digest on page 3. 

Reiser et al v. Simon et als (A- 578- | 
59, decided Oct. 21, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2. 

Maver v. Dwelling Managers Co., 
et al (A-668-59, decided Oct. 25, 
1960) 

Full digest on page 
Douglas v. Harris et al (A-517-59, 
decided Oct. 26, 1960) 

Full digest on page 1. 

SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Evanko et als v. Duff (Middlesex 
Co., L-1910-60 P.W., decided Oc- 
tober 21, 1960) 

In action for declaratory judg- 
ment to determine whether de- 
fendant by virtue of his position 
as Woodbridge Twp. Attorney and 
acting at request of two members 
of municipal Investigating Com- 
mittee composed of members 
of the Twp. Comm. appointed to 
investigate municipal matters 
Pursuant to RS. 40:48-25 and 


















tight to be present in the area 
reserved to the Invest. Comm. and 


the purpose of advising the mem- 
%rs who requested his presence, 

twithstanding a 3 to 2 vote of 
the Inv. Comm. ordering him to 


nent that defendant has no such 
tight. Provision in ordinance re- 
ring Twp. Atty. to be advisor 


€s only when they individually 
% collectively are performing in 
their capacity as Twp. Commit- 
®emen but does not apply where 
the members are acting, as here, 
Da Separate and distinct capac- 
ty from that as a member of the 
Twp. Comm. 

COUNTY COURT 

Kossack v. Bloomfield (Essex Co., 
Maw Div., Docket No. A-4685, de- 
“ded Oct. 14, 1960 ) 

Full digest on page 3. 


Announcements 


Jack M. Schnoll has opened 
$ at The Professional Build- 


“8, Sayre Woods Shopping Cen- | 


“tr, Route 9, Parlin. 


_ Russ sell H. Hulsizer will move 
George 


ad ‘aw offices to 613 St. 
‘ve, Roselle, on November 7th. 


she had previously com-| 


N. J. S. 2A:67A-1 et seq. has a/| 


its specially appointed counsel for | 


ave the area, court entered judg- | 


to the governing body and, when | 
“equested, to advise it or any of} 
$s members on legal matters ap-| 


| forever barred from prosecuting a recovering 





The following bills have been 
signed into Law: 

S-184 Chapter 131 October 4 
| Provides for two full-time county 
district court judges in 5th class 
counties with a population of 
over 220,000. 

A-680 Chapter 138 October 5. 
Validates municipal land sales 
under certain conditions. 

A-597 AA Chapter 141 October 

A general revision regulating | 
he filing of maps, charts and 
surveys of lands. 

A-29 Chapter 142 October 24. 
Establishes a procedure where a 
mother of a child born out of 
wedlock marries a person not} 


| New Laws 
| 


~ 
‘. 

+ 
U 


the father of said child whereby| | siuaiah eae ia ae ae 
|| counsel fees 


the surname of the child may] 
be changed to the surname of 
the husband of the mother. 
A-327 Chapter 143 October 24 
Validates certain “in rem” tax 
foreclosure despite failure to 
comply with recording require- 
ments, under certain conditions. 


Institute On Estate 
Administration Part Of 
State Bar Program 


A three lecture Institute on Ad- 
| ministration of Estates will feat- 
ure the first day of the New Jer- 
sey State Bar Association’s Mid- 
Year Meeting in Atlantic City be- 
ginning November 17th. 
The intense six hour session will 
present three prominent Newark 
Lawyers. The lecturer will be 
William Rowe on Death Tax Pro- 
ceedings, Harrison F. Durand on 
Problem of Post Mortem Estate 
| Planning and former Judge Ever- 
|ett H. Scherer on Fees and Com- 
| missions. 
| The Institute, a bi-annual feat- 
ure of the program of the Assoc- 
iation’s Committee on Continuing 
| Legal Education, has been pre- 
pared for this meeting in collab- 
oration with the New Jersey In- 
Stitute for Practicing Lawyers. 
Willard G. Woelper of Newark, 
Chairman of the Committee, will 
| preside. 


| Bergen Bar Nominations 
| Submitted 


| The Annual Meeting of the 
Bergen County Bar Association 
will take place on December 13, 
1960 at 4:30 P.M. in Judge Ley- 
den’s court room on the third 
floor of the new wing of the 
Court House, Hackensack. 

The Nominating Committee has 
submitted the following slate of 
officers: 

Pres.: William R. Morrison. 

lst V.-Pres., Walter H. Jones 

2nd V.-Pres., Harold S. Okin. 

Treas., LeRoy B. Huckin 

Sec’y, Maurice S. Austin. 

For trustees for a period of 
three years, Jacob Schneider, 
Joseph A. Fitzpatrick and Roger 
W. Breslin. 

For trustee for two years, John 
T. Mooney in place of Harold S. 
Okin. 

For trustees for one year, Bruce 
H. Losche, Walter W. Gehringer 
and Harry Randall, Jr. 





LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated October 25 1960 
ESTATE OF MARIE K. DUNBAR, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the ereditors of 





deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
er oath or affirmation, their claims and 
‘ ands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE BANK OF NEW YORK 











BOYD, DODD, KEER & BOOTH, Attorneys 
ie cele irissae 
Mont N 
J Noy. 3 0, 17, 24, Dee 1 
Dated: November 1, 1960 
PSTATE OF WILLIAM H. CLARK. 
‘Pursuant to ¢the order of DAVID #8 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
this day made on the application of the 
indersigned, Executor of said deceased, notice 
hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber under 
oath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
against the estate of said deceased within 
six months from this date, or they will be 


the same against the subscribe 
DU 





NOTICE AS TO COUNSEL 
FEES IN WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION MATTERS 


The Division of Workmen’s 
Compensation invites the at- 
| tention of those concerned to 


|the following longstanding] | 
polic cy respecting counsel fees: 
“In all formal cases in- 


volving disability to fingers 
and toes, regardless of the 
amount of recovery, and all 
cases involving disability to 
the foot or hand which are | 
settled with recovery of less 
than $425.00, and which cas- 
es have not been previously 
submitted to an informal 
| hearing, the allowance for 










representing the 
| petitioner shall not exceed 
5% of the amount of the 
award or settlement, regard- 
less whether there is a 
| denial of accident in the An- 
| swer.” 

Thomas L. Franklin, 
Acting Director Division | 
| of Workmen’s Compens- | 
ation 


attorney 





£ 
Ui 








LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

RUI 


UR-DEL-LAND ©O., INC. 
a —— yration of this State, whose principal 
office is ited at No. 79 Paterson Street, 
in the City f New Brunswick, County of 
Middlesex State of New Jersey (J. Schuyler 
Huff be agent therein and in 


charge ther a upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
aha that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-sixth day of October, 1960, file in my 
office” a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed = official seal, at Trenton. 
this ity-sixth day of October, 
4.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
FDWARD J. PATTEN, 
eT of 8tate. 
4 19 


$21.60 


17 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, denosited in my office that 

TENAFI Y TR ADING CORP. 

ratior f t te, whose prir al 

1 at 3 tpencer Place, 

the Bor zh of "Pp aramus, € sunty of Ber- 

Stat ‘ew Jersey (Aaron Perel 

Colne the agent therein and in charge thereof 

pon whom process may served). has 

‘omplied with the requirements ef Title 14 

“orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-sixtk y of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 





a corpora 
office s 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my said office as provided by law. 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF. |! 

have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed my official geal, at Trenton 

ty-sixth day of October. 

thousand nine hundred 





A D : 
and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 


(Seal) 








Dated: October 25. 1960 

ESTATE OF FRANCES NEWMAN, dece irk 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIE 

ER. Surrogate of the County of Essex. this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Ex Y . notice is 
hereby given t 
to exhibit to . 
affirmation. ir claims and demands against 
the estate of ‘said deceased within six monthe 
from this date. or they will he forever barred 















frem prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the enheerihere 
GEORGE V. NEWMAN 
2 (BACKER) 
+ & WEISS, Attorners 
24. D 1 
ited: October 31. 1960 
ESTATE OF DWARD NEWMAN, de eased 
Pursuant ¢t the order of DAV H 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Beses 
this day mad n the application of the 
undersigned. Exeeutors of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 
nnder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers 

THE NATIONAL STATE BANK OF 


ROB! 









tK 
gg 








ANE H. OL ARE 
"N & HOEY, Attorneys 
rk Place 
.N. J 
3, 10, 17, 24, Dec. 1 


STEPHEN J Attorney 
m4 Park AY € 

Cc aldwe ’ 

L.J.- Nov. 3, 10, 17, 24, Dec. 1 





CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHERBAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
oy duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereuf 


LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 8TATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

| 


| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


{oy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
fs, deposited in my office that | holders, deposited in my office that 
JUNE ALICE CORP. ¢ & M IMPROVEMENT CORP 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal 
| office is situated at No. 509 43rd Street. j offic e is situated at No. 742 Bergen Boulevard, 
in the City of Union City, County of Hudson, | in the Borough of Ridgefield, County of 
State of New Jersey. (Fred A. State of New Jersey (Luke F. 


Cohen | Bergen, 
| being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | Binetti being the agent therein and in 


| upon whom process may served). has | charge thereof, upon whom process may be 





thereof, which said consent and the record | 


of | 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
| State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
| “ertifv that the said corporation did. on the 
| Twenty-eighth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a dul ¥ executed and attested consent 
| iM writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| thereof. which said consent and the record 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
| 0 my said office ae provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
Twenty-eighth day of October. 


this 


| (Seal) A. ao one thousand nine hundred and 
| 

| six 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

| Secretary of State. 

1L.J Nov. 3, 10, 17 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appeers to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolntion thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders. deposited in my office that 
RECORD REALTY COMPANY 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 

} in the City . County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Charles E. Villaneuva 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may served), hase 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ighth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘'n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
Twenty-eighth day of October, 
one thousand nine hundred and 


this 
Ps D., 
six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
Nov. 3, 10, 17 


(Seal) 


L.J.- $21.60 





Dated: October 28, 1960 
ESTATE OF EVELYN NEIBART, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIKN- 
ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executors of said deceased, notice te 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscribers, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date, or they will be forever barred 
from prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscribers. 
VALTER NEIBART 
HAZEL SHARENOW 
RALPH NEIBART 


RALPH NE IBAR ~ Attorney 

744 Broad She 

Newark 2 oe 

L.J. Nov. ae 10, 37. 24, Dee. 1 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

MORRISSEY-HUNT CORPORATION, 
SECTION B 
ration of this State, wh 
is situated at N 456 Sy 

Sorough of Englewood U! ity 
of Bergen, State of New Jersey (Lillian F 
Morrissey being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
Served), has complied with the requirements 
of Tit le 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
c ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-sixth day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed “and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 













incipal 





offic 
in the 





this Twenty-sixth day of October, 
(Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 3. 10, 17 $21.60 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


| 

| 

| holders, deposited in my office that 

| R. & W. REALTY ASSOCIATES, INC. 

| i of this State whose principal 
| at N 11 c ymmerce ook 
1 j of Es 





f ew ” Phi neas Jac 

thr ser the Ftc therein and in charge PE ose 
npon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General. 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 


1960, file in 
ested consent 


of said cor- 


Twenty-seventh day of October 
my office a duly exeented and att 
'n writing to the dissolution 
roration. executed by all 


the stockholders | 


which said consent and the record | 





served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-sixth day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-sixth day of October, 
(Seal) = _ one thousand nine hundred and 
EDW ‘ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 3, 10, 17 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, a in my office that 

INO FAST ERS, INC. 
a a of this State, whose principal 
ottice is situated at No. 31 Clinton Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Bssex, 
State of New Jersey (Donal ©. Fox 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-seventh day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid = now on file 
in my said office ae provided law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-seventh day of October, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 

L.J. Nov. 3, 10. 17 


SUPERIOR ¢ _ ae OF NE Ww 
LAW DIVIS PSSEX 
DOC Kb . NO. 

ivil 

NOTICE “OF 


(Seal) 


$21.60 


ae RSEY 
OUNTY 








- a 37 460 
Acti 
ATTAC ‘HM ENT 


Individually and 
SUBURBAN SHOP, 


JACK STEIN, 
Trading as THE 
ee — 


MICITABL 

and Trading 

ASSOCIATE 
De ae ang 


ANTHONY, 


Individually 
KAY Y 


as K ELL 


TO: MICHAEL “ANTHONY, the above named 
defendant. 
SIR 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that a 
Writ of Attachment was issued in the above 
entitled cause on October 13, 1960, against 
the goods and chattels, monies and effects, 
rights and credits, lands and tenements, 
belonging to you as an out of state debtor 
for the sum of and that the 
Sheriff of the (C« Essex, pursnant 
thereto, on the of October, 1960, 
levied upon all you individually, 
and trading as Associates, in- 
cluding accounts and monies due 
or to become due from Sara Lewis Dress 
Shop, 53 Main Street, Millburn, New Jersey. 
ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that 
r required to serve your answer to 
aintiff’s complaint, upon Ravin & Ravin, 
the plaintiff's attorneys, whose address is 744 
Broad Street, Newark New Jersey. or to 
move against the complai the Writ of 
Attachment or the Sheriff's vy thereunder, 
within twenty (20) days after the service of 
upon you age ge of the day 
f you fail so to do, default may 
nst you for ‘the i demanded 
int You shall your answer 


$3,000.00, 
vsunty of 
17th day 
assets of 
Kay Kel 
receive aan 








YOU 





2 















on 











in duplicate with the 
Court, State House 
Jersey, in accordance 
of civil practice and pro- 
RAVIN & RAVIN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
By LEO KAHN 
For the Firm 
L.J Nov. 8, 10, 17, 24 $36.54 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these vresents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It appears to mv satisfaction. 
hv dnulv anthenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the nnanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. denosited in mv office that 

96 MARKET REALTY CORP. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 





office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
j the City of Cah rk, County f sSSexX 
State of ey Jerse (Ss Gartieid 
being the age nt the iat and in charge 


thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- 


| utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 


| 


for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 


of Revised Statutes | 


the Secretary of | 


Certify that the said corporation did. on the | 


thereof. which said consent and the record | 


| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

| 'n my said fice as provided by law 

j IN 

| have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official «eal at Trentor 





| this Twenty-seventh day of October 
(Seal) A.D., — thousand nine hundred | 
- ud six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary ef State. 
L.J.—Nov. 3, 10, 17 £21.60 


N 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1} 


ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
| Certify that the sald corporation did on 7 
Twenty-eigl day f October, 1960 i 


| my tice a ant y executed and attested consent 


to the dissolntion 
woration. exeented by all the stockholders 
thereof. which sald consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n mv sald office as nrovided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHFEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed wv officts! aeal at Trenton. 
this Twenty-eighth da f Octobe 
AD ene thonsand nine hnndred 
ana sixty 
FPWARD J. PATTEN 
Sees of Atate 


7. 24 


'n writing of said cor- 


(Seal) 


10, 1 $28.35 





TO WHOM IT 


TAKE 


ee —— 
NOTICE that I HENRY 


will arply 


KARL 


to 






® assume 
CARL W Te 


nam I I 

HELM 
HPNRY 

BRACKEN & WALSH 


Attorneys 


KARL HERMANN WILHELM 


L.J Nov. 3, 10 7 $9.45 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: October 4, 1960 ome OF NEW —— IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
_ DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF HELEN H. WOOD, decéased. EPARTMENT OF STA’ HAKULD W. HACK, DECEASED DEPARTMENT OF sTATE 
CEKLIFILATE UF DISSULUTION Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. CERTIFica TE UF DISSULUTION NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNT CERTIFIUATE OF DISSULUTION 
To alt to whom these presents may come.|} WIENEK, Surrogate of the County of Essex,| To ail te whom these presents may come, NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the| To ali to whom these presents may 

Greeting: this day made on the application of the Greeting: fourth intermediate account of FIDELITY Greeting: 

WitiiAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ingersigned, Executor of said deceased WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | UNION TRUST COMPANY, as Surviving] WHEREAS, It appears to my satistactic; 
by duly autuenticated record of tue proceed siotin hereby given to the creditors of | DY ‘uly authenticated record of the proceed-| Trustee of the Trust created under the|by duly authenticated record of the proceed. 
ims for the voluntary dissulution therevi ee : e creditors Ol! ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot | THIRTEENTH clause of the Last Will and|ings for the voluntary dissolution tz... 
by the unanimous consent of ail the stock-| Said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber,|)y the unanimous consent of = _ stock- | Testament of Harold W. Hack, deceased,| by the unanimous consent of all the stocy. 


holders, deposited in my office that 
H. & M. SHOE CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 38 Lexington Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Milton Bodner 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissvlution. 

NUW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on tile 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fxed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirteenth day of October, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWAKD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of _— 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may oome, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ELBEE HOLDING CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 563 Hawthorne Ave- 
nue, in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (L. Burton Gruber 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
bas complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Oertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings oe = one on file 
in my said office as provide 

IN TESTIMONY “a VHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


(Seal) 


$21.60 








fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Thirteenth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D. = thousand nine hundred 
and six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALE 


SUPERIOR (LAW) G G-67 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW pueeee 
LAW DIVISION, ESSEX COUN 
DOCKET NOS. J-10431-59 & 11 4271- 59 
—— Investment Corp., a corporation of 


New Jersey (Louis Jaffe, Assignee), 
Plaintiff, vs. Richard D’Ambola, Defen- 
dant. EXECUTION. 


of the above stated writ of 
to me directed, I shall expose 
for sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16, 
at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on 
Tuesday, the 15th day of November next, 
at 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time), all the 
right. title and interest of the above named 
defendant, of, in and to all those tracts or 
parcels of lands and premises situate, lying 
and being in the City of Newark, Essex 


County. New Jersey: 

FIRST TI RACT: BEGINNING at a point 
in the westerly line of Summer Avenue 
distant southerly 250 ft. from the south- 
easterly corner of land formerly of Adrian 
Scharff: thence westerly parallel with the 
said Scharff's line 180 ft. to Garside Street; 
thence along same southerly 50 ft.: thence 
easterly and parallel with first mentioned 


By virtue 
PXEC UTION, 


line 180 ft. to Summer Avenue aforesaid: 
thence along same northerly 50 ft to the 
place of beginning. 

SECOND TRACT: BEGINNING in the 


westerly line of Summer Avenue at a point 
therein distant northerly 100 ft. from the 
northwesterly corner of same and Harvey 
Street as same has been opened by property 
owners 40 ft. wide; from thence running 
(1) along said Summer Avenue north 28 
degrees 25 minutes east 15 ft. 6 inches to 
line of land of Elizabeth F. Van Dynne; 
thence (2) along her line north 61 degrees 
13 minutes west 180 ft. to Woodside Place; 
thence (3) along same south 28 degrees 
35 minutes west 15 ft. @ inches; (4) south 
61 degrees 13 minutes east 180 ft. to Sum- 
mer Avenue and place of beginning. 

BEING known as 346-350 Summer Avenue, 
Newark, N. J. 

The approximate amount of the Judgment 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
Four Thousand, Five Hundred and Fifteen 
Dollars and Ninety-four Cents ($4,515.94). 
together with the costs of this sale. 
Newark, N. J., October 10, 1960. 

NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 

Richard M. Glassner, Attorney. 
20, 27, Nov. 3, 10 $45.36 


Margaret, a/k/a_ Peggy 1g 
Burnette St., E. Orange: vol. 

. $1,590.77; assets $900; refr. L.T. 

solr. Frank Calabrese: 10-17. 

TO WioM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Take notice that the undersigned will apply 
to the Essex County Court on the 23rd day 
of November, 1960. at ten o'clock in the 
forenoon, at the Court House in the City of 
Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment au- 
thorizing them to assume the names_ of 
SUGENE LESLIE HULL, MARLA ‘ere 
HULL and ROBINA JOSEPHINE HULL 


respectively. 
EUGENE LESLIE HALUSKA, 
Individually and as Natural 
Guardian of MARLA JEANNE 
HALUSKA, an infant 
RABINA JOSEPHINE HALUSKA 
ZUCKER AND BRACH 
Attorneys for Plaintitte 
60 Park Place 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
L.J. 27, Nov. 3, 


L.J.—Oct. 





BRUNNING, 
210 So. 





$13.86 


TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply on November 23rd, 1960, at 10 A.M. 
to the Essex County Court at the Court 
House, Newark, New Jersey, for a judzment 
authorizing her to assume the name of Gladys 


Rafaela Nunez. 
Rafaela deLeon, an infant, 


Gladys 
by Inez Delgado. her grandmother 


and guardian ad litem. 
SAMUEL TEINER 


10, 17 





ne 

L. § 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
17 Academy Street 
Newark 2, New Jersey. 
L.J. —Ovt. 27, Nov. 3. $11.34 


10, 17 





TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court on the 
10th day of November, 1960, at ten o'clock 
in the forenoon at the Court House in the 
City of Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment 
authorizing him to assume the name of 
Nicholas Angell. 

Nicholas Anguilli 
Harold Wovsaniker, Bsq. 
200 Mulberry St. 
Newark, N. J. 
L.J.—Oct. 13, 20, 27. 


Nov. 3 $9.45 





under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased 

Within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber 
WOODRUFF J. ENGLISH 

McCARTER & ENGLISH, Attorneys 

11 Commerce Street 

Newark 2, N. J 

L.J.—Oct. 13, 


20, 27, Nov. 3, 10 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION 
lo ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck- 
uolders, deposited in my office that 

WISS REALTY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (A. Harrison Cornish, Jr. 
being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of HKevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Eleventh day of October. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27. Nov. 3 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE Ob DISSOLUTION 
To alt to whom theso presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEKEAS, lt appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution therevf 
vy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
uviders. deposited in my office that 

1E EARLE HARRIS CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 60 Park Place, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Martin Simon 
being the agent therein and in charge therevi. 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
otf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Ten day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are aed on file 
no my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEBREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Tenth day of October. 
(Seal) a pe ig thousand nine hundred 
and six 
EDWAED J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unruimous gg of all the » 
holders, deposited in 

SEA- BEES 1 BS. INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
oftice is situated at No. 1190 McCarter High- 
way, in the City of Newark, County of Es- 
sex, State of New Jersey (Domenic Belsole 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of ae Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, De Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Tenth day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 


have hereto set my hend and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton 

this Tenth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D... one sand nine hundred 

and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3, 10 $28.35 





STATE OF NEW JERSBY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenis may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

MALIN CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 45 North Broad 
Street, in the Village of Ridgewood, County 
of Bergen, State of New Jersey (Charles W. 
Symanski being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 

served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent ar‘ the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

N TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed official seal, at Trenton. 
this Eleventh day of October, 
(Setl) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.JI.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 





holders, deposited in my office 
MERCHANTS’ CREDIT 

HUDSON COUNT 

a corporation of this State, +e principal 

situated at No. 75 Montgomery 


= chteau OF 


office is 


Street, in the City of Jersey City, County of 
i idson, State of New Jersey (Oscar Green- 
berg being the agent therein and in charge 


thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Kevised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issnu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NUW, THEREFURE, 1, the Secretary otf 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, om tne 
Eleventh day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by ali the stockholdera 
thereof, which said consept and the recora 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, i 
have hereto set my hand and atf- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Eleventh day of October. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundresa 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 





SIATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting. 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of —. ied stock- 
bolders, deposited in my office 
COMMONWEALTH PLACE CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is Lopate at No. 60 Branford Place, 
in the ity of Newark, County of Essex, 
State 2 New Jersey (Philip Blank 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by lew. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


To 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Eleventh day of October, 
(Seal) — one thousand nine hundred and 
xty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ell to whom these presenta may come, 

Greet 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous ge of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in 

MADRID < CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City of Jerey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Harold Meltzer 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eleventh day of October, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Eleventh day of October. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ecretary of State. 
L.j.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the uvanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BROUGHTON REALTY ©O. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 56 Broad Street. 
in the Town of Bloomfield, County of Essex. 

State of New Jersey (Harold L. Kaplan 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may . be 
served, has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by ll the stockholders 
thereof, which said cunsent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af 





fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Tenth day of October. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27. Nov. 3 $21.60 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 


TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 


apply to the Essex County Court. Court 
House, Newatk, New Jersey, on Thursday, 
November 17, 1960 at ten o’clock in the 


forenoon for a judgment to assume the names 
of Albert Cutalo, Mary Cutalo, Philip Cutalo. 
Joseph Cutalo and Lawrence Cutalo, respec- 
tively. 

Lawrence Contole. individually, and Nun- 
ziato Contole and Mary Contole, individually 
and as natural parents of Philip Contole and 
Joseph Contole. 

Bando J. Caruso, 
427 Bloomfield Ave., 
Montclair, New Jersey. 


20. -Nov. 3, 10 $11.97 


27, 


L.J.—Oct. 





for the benefit of kmily C. M. Burkle, et al., 
will be audited and stated by the Clerk of 
the Superior Court of New Jersey and re- 
ported for settlement to the Superior Court 
of New Jersey, Chaucery Division, sex 
County, on the 16th day of December, 1960, 
at 10:00 A.M. at the Hall of Records, New- 


ark, New Jersey. 

Dated: October 10, 1960 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST 
BL 


ay 
. Be JR., 
Trust Officer 

Trustee of the Trust cre- 
ated under the THIR TEENTH clause of 
Last Will and Testament of Harold 
deceased, for the benefit of 
>» M. Burkle, et al. 
. Marsh & Scherer, 


COMPANY 
STEVENS, 


as Surviving 


the 





Attorneys 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3, 10 $22.68 





NEW JERSEY 
ESSEX COU NTY, 
F-194-60 


NEW JERSEY 


to 

widow, SYLVESTER 
SYLVESTER WOM- 
BLE, wife of Sylvester Womble, DAVID 
WOMBLE and MRS. DAVID WOMBLE, 
wife of David Womble, EMLY WOMBLE, 
CATHERINE McALPINE (formerly Brin- 
son), LULA JONES (formerly Jackson) and 
MAE McCRARY 


SUPERIOR COURT OF 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
DOCKET NO. 


_ THE STATE OF 


WOMBLE, 
and MRS. 


(L.S.) 
JENNIE 
WOMBLE 


You are hereby summoned and required to 
serve upon Benjamin Gittleman, plaintiff's 
attorney, whose address is 26 Thirteenth 
Avenue, Newark, New Jersey, an answer to 
the complaint filed in a civil action. in 
which Clayton Holding Co., a corporation 
of New Jersey is plaintiff. and Jennie 
Womble, widow. et als., are defendants. 
pending in the Superior Court of New Jersey 
within 35 days after November 3, 1960, 
exclusive of such date. If you fail to do 
so, judgment by default may be rendered 
against you for the relief demanded in the 
complaint. You shall file your answer and 
proof of service in duplicate with the Clerk 
of the Superior Court, State House Annex. 
Trenton, New Jersey. in accordance with 
the rules of civil practice and procedure. 

This action has been instituted for the 
purpose of foreclosing a mortgage dated 
December 13, 1950, made by James Massey, 
single to Philip Mandelbaum and Ella 
Mandelbaum, his wife, as mortgagees, 
which was duly assigned to the plaintiff 
herein, and concerns real estate located at 
137 Somerset Street in the City of Newark, 
County of Essex and State of New Jersey 
(being lot 14 in Block 2585 as shown on 
the tax map of the City of Newark). 

You. Jennie Womble. are made a defen- 
dant because you are the surviving widow 
of Guss A. Womble who died seized of the 
above premises on October 29, 1958. and 
may have a dower interest in said premises; 
and you, Sylvester Womble and David 
Womble are made parties defendant because 
you are named as devisees under the Last 
Will and Testament of said Guss A omble, 
and may claim to the owners of the 
premises hereinbefore mentioned by reason 
of said devise; and you, Mrs. Sylvester 
Womble, wife of Sylvester Womble, and Mrs. 
David Womble, wife of David Womble, are 
made parties defendant because you may 
have an inchoate right of dower in the 
lands and premises hereinbefore mentioned 
by reason of the devises to your husbands; 
and you. Emly Womble, Catherine McAlpine 
(formerly Brinson). Lula Jones (formerly 
Jackson), and Mae McCrary are made 
parties defendant because you may claim a 
lien on said premises by virtue of bequests 


made to you in the will of said Guss A. 
Womble; all of said rights and liens being 
subject to the lien of the mortgaze being 
foreclosed. 
Dated: September 28. 1960 

. GRANT SCOTT 

Cie of the Superior Court 
L.J.—Oct. 13, 20, 27, Nov. 3 $51.03 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited a my office that 

G. T. TAVERN, INC. 
a corporation of an State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 663 Main Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (H. Dick Cohen 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). ha- 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Eighteenth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
at the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





'n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my nd and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Eighteenth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D., ome thousand nine hundred 
and six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 27, Nov. 3, 10 $21.60 
Dated: October 24. 1960 
ESTATE OF MARGARET VAN HOUTEN, 
deceased 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the under- 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or — 
will be forever barred from prosecu 
neem on same against the persone: Ma 

WARD VAN HOUTEN 
BALK & TAGOBS, Attorneys 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Oct. 27, Nov. 3, 10, 


17, 24 





Dated: October 21, 1960 
HOWARD R. BALDWIN, 
deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of sa deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred — prosecuting or 
Tecovering the same aga the subscriber. 

THE HOWARD ¢ WINGS INSTITUTION 
DAVID 8S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad merase 
Sac pe 2. 

L.J.—Oct. oy, 


ESTATE OF 


Nov. 8, 10, 17, 24 





boiders, deposited in my office that 

THE GALLERY, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose prince: 
office is situated at No. 17 Academy 
in the City of Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey (David H. 

belug the agent therein and in charge tour. 
upoo whom process may be served), hes 
complied with the requirements of lit. | 
Corporations, General, of Revised star 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the iss) 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary o; 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo : 
Certify that the said corporation did, 
Eighteenth day of October, 1960 
my office a duly executed and attest 
in writing to the dissolution of sau 
poration, executed by all the stockrnol 
thereof, which said consent and the 
of the proceedings eo "~ ROW on 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHERE iF, 
bave hereto set my hand and 4g. 
fixed my official seal. at Jr 
this Eighteenth day of 
A.D., one thousand nine bundre; 
and sixty. . 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 27, Nov. 3, 10 $21 




















(Seal) 





STALE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STALE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULULIUN 
Lo alk to whom these presents muy 

Greeting: 

WHELKEAS, Lt appears to my agtis‘action 
by duly authenticated record of tue pr 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
oy the unanimous Baggy ate ali the 
holders, deposited th 

PILLMAN & ERY ocHoN 
a corporation of this State, whose princiza! 
office is situated at No. 1287 Teaneck | 
in the Township of Teaneck, ( ty of 
Bergen, State of New Jersey (G: 
Hervochon, Jr. being the agent there. 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Hevised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary Ww the 
issuing of this Certificate of Wisso.ction. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighteenth day of October, 1960, le ig 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stock 
thereof, which eaid consent and the 
of the proceedings go "he peed 
in my said office as provi 
IN TESTIMONY “4 WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand a 
fixed my official seal, at 
this Eighteenth day of 
A.D., one thousand nine bund 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 27, Nov. 3, 10 $21.60 


come, 


















(Seal) 





STATE ms NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may com, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

NORWIL, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. rest 
in the City of Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey (Norman W. Mac ‘ 





esex 
umber 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served), hat 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, one. of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey, preli ry to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nineteenth day of October, 1960, 11 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholder 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are .ow on fle 
in my said office as provided by law. 





t 








IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
have hereto set my band and a! 
fixed my official seal, at Trentos 
this Nineteenth day of («tote 
(Seal) A.D., ome thousand nine hundre 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. ’ 
L.J.—Oct. 27, Nov. 3, 10 $2 
ated: September 4 1960 
ESTATE OF WALTER A. STEWAR 
deceased. eer 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID & 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 


this day made on the application of t 
undersigned, Executor of said o 
notice is hereby given to the cr 
said deceased to exhibit to the su 
under oath or affirmation, 
demands against the estate of said 
within six months from this date 
will be forever barred from prose t 
recovering the same against the 5 







yscriber 


their claims ast 
jeceased 
or sothey 





THE HOWARD SAVINGS INS 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, J. 


LJ.— Oct. “i 13, 20, 27. Nov. 3 





Dated: October 3, 19 
ee OF HERBERT T. FOGG, 


eres to the order of DAVID E 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of ~~ 
this day made on the application of 
undersigned, Executors of said 4 7] 
notice is hereby given to the creditors 
said d to exhibit to the 
under oath or affirmation, 
demands against the estate of said 
within six months from this date, oF sp 
will be forever barred from prosecuting © 
the subscribers 
THE NATION , ESSES 

BANKING COMPANY OF NEW45> 
STANLEY L. GEDNEY, JR., Atto 

525 Main — 

East Orange, N 
J.—Oct. 6, 3. 7x0, 27, Nov. 3 








TO: THE CREDITORS 
OF: SAYBROOK BUILDING & LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 

Notice is hereby given that 
Association has transferred certai 
assets pursuant to 17-12-134 of 
Statutes and is now in liquidati 
persons having claims against 
tion shall present such claims 0 
the Association's Office, Room 1300. a 
Broad Street, Newark 2, New Jersey. fog 
three months of the date of this 50° tee 
be barred thereafter from any actiod © 
fore ci 

By order of the Liquidating —_ 
Saybrook Building & Loan Associatio® 
Dated: Sept. 1, 1960 13, 2 
L.J.—Sept. 1, 8, 15, "22, 29, Oct. 6, rf 33 

27, Nov. 3, 10, 17, 24 


the si 
a a 


yi 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears te my satisfaction, 
py duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


ings 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
polders, deposited in my office that 


BALTUSROL APARTMENTS 





eof, upon whom proc 





ess may “be BRS 


has complied with the requi rements of Title 


14, Corporations, General 
of 


of this Certificate of Dissolutio: 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, 


n. 


of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 


the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
(Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Fourteenth day of October, 196 


) 





in my 


office a duly executed and attested consent 


in 


executed by all the 





of the proceedings aforesaid 
io my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set 
fixed my official 
this Fourteenth 
A.D., one 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of State. 


Oct; 20. 2%. 





my 
seal 


(Sea!) 


3 


th yusand ni 


writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 


stockholders 


. which said consent and the record 
are now on file 


law. 


WHEREOF, I 
hand 


and af- 


at Trenton, 


PATTEN, 


October. 


ne hundred 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


It appears to my satisfaction. 


hy duly authenticated record of the D 








ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of a)! the stock- 
polders, deposited in my office that 

uc ARDLE’S SERVICE STATION, INC. 
a corporation of wh s § >, whose principal 
ff itus N »al renue, 












n, 


iton 


g the agent therein and in cl narge thereof. 
whom process tmaay be served), has 


som pli fed with the requirements of Title 14. 


‘orporations, General, 
of New Jersey, 


¢ thia Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW THEREFORE, I, 
State 








poration, executed by all 


thereof, 





of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 


the Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 


Fe nth day of October, 1960, file in 
u ‘e a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 


¢ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fourteenth day of October. 

Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 
STATE OF NBW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


by duly authenticated recerd 
> unanimous consent of 
denosited in mv office 


poration of this State, 
is situated at No. 171 
City of Rahway, 
of New Jersey 





State 


(Hel 


E. 
being the agent therein and in ‘caren thereof. 
process may be served), 


cpon whom 


for the voluntary dissolution 
all 


of the proceed- 


thereof 
the stock- 


that 
VERNEAU-MEINZER CO. 


—_ ty 


whose principal 
Stanton Street, 


Union, 
Meinzer 


of 


has 


vmplied with the requirements of Title 14 


‘orporations, General. of 


Revised Statutes 


ot New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
vf this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I. 


the Secretary of 


State, of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 








nth day of October, 


fy that the said nen ga aid, 
1960, 
ce a duly executed and attested consent 


i writing to the dissolution of 


poration, exeented by all 


. 





amy said office as nrovided 
IN 


on the 


file in 


said cor- 


the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
of ft the proceedings aforesaid are now 
bv law 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF. |! 


on file 


have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed mv official seal. 
5 this Fourteenth day 
Sea A.D., one thousand nir 
and sixty. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Rerretary of State. 


at 


- 


Trenton 
Octoher. 
hundred 








LJ.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 
oe ated: October 3, 1960 
= E OF JOHN VEROSE, deceased. 

he ant to the order of DAVID H. 


or IENER, Surrogate of the County of Esser. 


‘his 


gned, Executor of sa 
is hereby given to the 
deceased to exhibit to the 
tader oath or affirmation, their 





day made on the application of the 
< id 
creditors 


deceased. 
of 


snbacriber 


laims and 


“mands against the estate of said deceased 


Fithin 
wil be 


six months from this 
‘eovering the same against the 
AARON B. WEINGAS 





N B. WEINGAST, Attor 
ms Avenue 
WN. J. 
—Oct. 13, 20, 27. Nov. 3 


date, 
forever barred from proseenting or 


or they 


subscriber 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DFPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


’, 
all 


to 


whom these 
Greating: 


presenta may come, 


WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 


an 
an 
‘7 the nnanimons consent 


solders 
a 





on of this State. w 
ted at No. 137 ¢ 
of ‘Newark, ¢ 

New Jersey (Fred 








“sgl 
“ing the 


‘Dn whom process may he 


ly anthenticated record of the proceed- 
‘tor the voluntary dissolution 
of all the stock- 
deposited in mv office that 


thereof 


J. IDEAL INVESTMENT CO. 





* agent therein and in charge taeneet 
served). 


has 


Zolied with the requirements of Title 14 


“ea 
rterations, 
_N 


General. 


* Certificate of Dissolution 


of Revised Statutes 
ow Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 


sine THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
a f the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Tort ty that the sald cornerati on did, on the 


day of Octobe 
* a duly executed an - at 
hg to 





n, exeented by all the 
which said consent and 








the dissolution re 





sa id sent 


stockholders 


the 


record 


ne nroceedings aforesaid are now on file 
t my cag office aa provided by lew 


'N TESTIMONY 


have hereto set my hand 


fixed my official seal. 
%.), this Eighteenth day 
#) A.D.. one thousand ni 


and sixtr. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
> Secretary of Rtate. 
i, Atty. 


at 
of 


ne 


WHEREOF, I 


and af- 
Trenton 
Oct 


hundred 


oher. 


LEGAL NOTICES 
Dated: October 5. 1960 
ag OF RODERICK J. MacDONALD, 
eceas 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID BE 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subecriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering — same against the subscriber. 





AUL M. STRACK 
BRACKEN & Ww ALSH, Attorneys 
786 Broad reet 
Newark < 


20 





L.J.—Oct. . 27, Nov. 3, 10 





SHERIFF'S SALE 
PERIOR (CHAN) D-204 
COURT OF NEW_ JERSEY 


SU 
SUPERIOR 




















CHANCERY Ba ESS COUNTY 
1x UN ; F 2332-59 
Between Elm 0 ; End Building 
and Loan : f Elizabeth, N. J., 
5 i > of New Je 





Wat 





rren Ximinies, et 
EXECUTION. For Sale 
"Premises. 

of the above stated writ of 
r I shall expose 
in Room B-16, 
n Newark, on 
iber., next, 
all the 

and 





prem- 








sum of 
I 100, 1 Sixty- 
four Dollars s ($11,- 
164.39), i 1e this sale. 
II 2 r She 
O’Contr & O'Connor, 
L.J.—Oct 3, 10, 17 ‘s: 34. 03 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
boldera, gg a in mv office that 

& L. INVESTMENT CO. 
a eanuiamaan of this State, whose principal 


To 





office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Bernard Freedman 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). haa 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. 1. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Herehr 
Certify that the said cormration did. on the 
Fourteenth day of October, 1960. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof. which aaid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided bv law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Fourteenth day of October. 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of Rtate 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27. Nov. 3 $21.60 





STATE OP NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proeeed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all thc stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

AMERICAN AIR PRODUCTS 
CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Jay E. Bailey 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be eerved). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Eleventh day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal, at Trenton 
this Eleventh day of October. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Becretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW Ye tf 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these oresents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated recerd of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. denosited in my office that 

GALLOPING HILL ESTATES 
corporation of this State, whose principal 
situated at No. East Jersey 

treet, in the Ss of Eliz County of 
c nion, State of New Jersey e W. Wolin 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 

npen whom process may served). hae 
compltsd with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
ff New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerser. Do Hereby 
bs retin that the aaid mrmoration did. on the 
irteenth day of October. 1960, file in my 
‘dice a dnly executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolntion of said cor. 
coration, executed by all the etockholders 
hereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my eaid office aa nrovided bv_ law. 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


IMPROVE MENT’ CORP. 

of this State, whose principal 
ted at No. 742 Bergen Boule- 
Borough of Ridgefield. County of 





& M 







» of New Jersey (Luke F. Bin- 
et wing the agent therein and in 
aa ther a, upon whom process may 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re- 
vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 


to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion. 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
» State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
t the said corporation did. on the 

h day of October, 1960, file in my 
“duly executed and ‘attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 






office a 





porati 











thereof. said consent and the record 
of the t -edings aforesaid are pad on file 
in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
s Twenty-sixth day of October, 
(Seal) Rie -_ thousand nine hundred 
and sixt 
EDWAR D J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J N 10, 17 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
I PAR’ [MENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to mv satisfaction. 
uly authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
imoeus consent of all the stock- 
holders deposited in my office that 
THE GRETONY CORPORATION 
tion of State, whose principal 
ated 619 Chase Avenue, 
ship of Lyndhurst, County of 

New Jersey (Joseph Pitha 
therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Cornorations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jerse -y. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolntion. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-fourth day of October, 1960. file in 


‘or the 











om 





npen wh 





my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
mration, exeented by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 


af the pro 

in my said 
IN 
have 
fixed wy 


eedings aforerald are now on file 
office aa nrovided bv law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
hereto set my hand and af- 
official seal. at Trenton 
ty-fourth day of October. 

thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 


EPWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretaru of State. 
Nov. 3 = 


s Twer 


(Seal) A.D., one 


$21.60 





that the undersigned will 
wr 1, 1960 at 10 to 
ty Court, Hackensack. New 
idgment anthorizing them to 


TAKE 


NOTICE 
De 







of STANLEY FRANK 
ROSE KRAUSE, STAN 
KRAUSE and LOTTIE 


ST. FRANK KRAUZOWICZ and 

WI ADY SLAWA ROSE KRAUZOWICZ 

indiv y and as natural guardians of 

STANL} Y RAYMOND KRAUZOWICZ 

and LOTTIE Ww ANTA KRAUZOWICZ 
vy } Ar 























17, 24 $12.60 
Dated: October 19, 1960 
ESTATE OF LOUIS DEPPE, deceased. 
Pursnant t the order of DAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned Execntors of said deceased 
notice {is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of sald deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers 
J. ELMER DEPPE 
CHRIS’ VINCENT DEPPE 
BENJAMIN B. FEINFELD, Attorney 
24 Branford P! 
Newark 2, N.J 
L.J.—Oct. 27. N .. 10. 17. 24 
CONCERN: 
OF THE APPLICA- 
JE ROME POMERANTZ, 
3 AS NATURAL 
GUARDIA® OF = ROFPRE » 4 MORSE 
POME RAN TZ AND JANE KAY POMER- 



























v4 AND BARBARA KARPF 
2 WIFE. TO LEAVE TO 
ASSTME THI NAMES OF ARNOLD JER- 
OME PALMER GEOFFREY MORSE 
PALMER JANE KAY PAIMER, AND 
BARBARA KARPF PALMER, RESPEC- 
TIVELY 
E THAT Arnold Jerome 
me ofrey Morse Pomerantz. Jane 
Kay P rantz, and Barhara Karnf Pomer- 
antz 1 y to the Fssex Connty Conrt 
Newark Jersey. on November 23rd. 
1969. at 10 A.M for a jndgment to as- 
sume the name f Arnold Jerome Palmer 
Geoffre Mors Ps ‘ Jane Kay Palmer 
and Barbara Karof In resnectively. 
reOr J. Miller 
4 for eens 
1 Kilmer Dr 
hort Hills oe Jersey 
L.J.—Oct. 27, N 3, 10. 17 $18.90 
Dated: Sentemher 28,.1960 
ESTATE OF LEOPOLD CHURGIN. 
deceased 
Pnrenant t¢ the order of DAVID FH 
WIENER, Snrrogate of the Conntv of Eanex 
this day made on the anplieation of the 
nndersigned Fre r of said dereased. 
natice o the creditora of 
to the anbserther 


their claims and 





again of said decreased 
within six months from thia date. or they 
will he forever harred from proaeenting or 
recovering the same against the anbscriber 

ANNA CHTRGIN 

TACOR & E N 8S. FOX, Attorneys 
790 Broad 
Newark 











L.JI.—Met 20, 27. Nov. 3 
Dated: October 14. 1960 
ESTATE OF STA SY PULEK, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said decea 

within six mo from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the — against the subscriber. 
EMILY BRODZINSKI 

ROSPOND t ROSPOND, Attorneys 

11 Commerce Street 

Newark 2, N. J. 


nthe 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
— my official seal. at Trenton 
this Thirteenth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 20, 27. Nov. 3 $21.60 


L.J.—Oct. 20, 27, Nov. 3. 


10, 17 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To alt to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

ers, deposited in my office that 
OLIFTON DUNBRIK CO. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is P mye at No. 28 Central Avenue, 
in the City of Clifton, County of Passaic. 
State of New Jersey (Milton Werksman 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
tpon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenten, 


this Twenty-fourth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D... =o thousand nine hundred 
and sixt 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 3, 10, 17 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
nolders, deposited in my office that 
454 BLOOMFIELD AVENUE 
CORPORATION 





a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 49 Lexington Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Charles Muenze 


being the agent therein and in charge there- 
of, upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of October, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-fourth day of October, 














(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
~~ ae of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 3. 17 $21.60 
ERIFEF'’S a 
SUPDRIOn (CHAN) D-208 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW_ JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, — X COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F-2: 5S 
3etween Elmora and West. "End Building 
and Loan Association of Elizabeth, N. J. 


a corporation of the State of New Jersey, 
Plaintiff, and Ramber Realty Co., Inc. 
corporation of the 7 of New Jersey, 
et als., Defendants. EXDCUTION. For 
Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
to me directed, I shall expose 
by Public Vendue, in Room B-16, 
COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on Tues- 
the 29th day of November, next, at 
(Prevailing Time), all the follow- 
or parcel of land and premises 
or¢ nafter partic ularly described, situate, 
ing and being in the City of Newark, Essex 
4 Date Jersey, and being more particu- 
rly -scribed and bounded as follows: 
BEGINS ING on the Easterly side of Lit- 
tleton Avenue at a point therein distant 
Northerly 265 feet from the corner formed 
by the intersection of said side of Littleton 
Avenue and the Northerly side of Sixteenth 
Avenue; thence running Northerly along said 
side of Littleton Avenue 33 feet; thence 
crepe nd at right angles to Littleton Avenue 


a 


EXE CUTION, 
for Sale 
at the 
day, 















105 feet to rear of lots fronting on Fair- 
mount ¢ eth thence Southerly along said 
r line 33 feet; thence Westerly at right 
gles to Littleton Avenue 105 feet to said 
of Littleton Avenue and point and place 





of BEGINNING. 
BEING part of lots Nos. 257 and 258 on 
a map entitled ‘‘Map of property of Buchanan 
ar a) Arnold. Newark, N. J surveyed July, 
187 Van Duyne & Young.’ 
known and designated at 33 
ton Avenue, Newark New Jersey. 
The ayproximate amount of the Judgment 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
Fourteen Thousand, Two Hundred and Sixty- 
one Dollars and Ninety-eight Cents ($14.261- 
-98), together with the costs of this sale. 
Newark, 3}. Me Ae October 24, 1960. 
G. DUFFY, 
& O'Connor, 
17, 


by 


30 eing 


2 ‘Little- 


Sheriff. 
Attorneys. 


O'Connor, 3} 
Nov. 3, $40.95 


L.J. 








SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-201 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ES X COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F-1719-59 
Federal National Mortgage As- 
sociation, a corporation ef the United 
States. Plaintiff, and James H. Perkins 
and Dorothy Perkins, his et als.. 
Defendants. EXECUTION. Sale of 
ort aged Premises. 
tue of the above 
EX per TION, to me directed, I shall expose 
for Sale by Publie Vendue, in Room B-16, 
the COURT HOUSE. in Newark, on 
Tuesday, the 29th day of November. next, 
at 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time), all that 
act or parcel of land situate, lying and 
in the City of Newark, Essex County, 
Jersey: 
GINNING 
Thomas Street dis 
5 inch s from the 
Stree the ee (1) 
¥ of Thomas 
7 mi font s West 20 feet 9.5 
(2) South 31 degrees 43 minutes West 
ing through the party wall dividing 
starding upon the premises hereby 
the house adjo ig 
inches : thence (3) Sonth ? 
5 minntes 20 feet 9. 5 inches: 
4) North minutes 
rid > partition w all 





Between 


vife 
For 





stated writ of 


t 
a 














Southerly 
20 
of 


at a point in the § 
tant Westerly 


Westerly line 








eames 
described 
We 
a 


from 





st 79 feet 11 


grees 15 

















» standing on the ises 

from the —— adioi ning 

4 79 feet hes to the 

» line of Thomas sisaet and point of 
all fixtures now or here 











after attached to or nsed tam connection with 
the re it 
RB Zg 70 Thomas 
Street, Newark, New Jersey 
The approximate amount al the Judgment 
to be satisfied by said sale is the snm of 
Six Thousand and Sixteen Dollars and Thirty- 
four Cents ($6.016.34), together with the 
costs of this sale. 
Newark, N. J.. October 24. 1960. 
NEIL G. DUFFY. Sheriff. 
Clausen, Klein. Kovaes & Anderson. 
Attorneys 
L.J.—Nov. 3, 10. 17, 24 $40 
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A Dependable 


Service For 
Lawyers 


Our Representatives 
Cover Daily— 





In Trenton 


The Offices of the 
Supreme Court 
Superior Court 
Secretary of State 
U.S. District Court 
Workmen’s Compensation 
State Tax Department 
Attorney General 
Bureau of Vital Statistics 
All other State Offices 


in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Passaic and Union 
Counties 


County Clerk’s Office 
Register 

Surrogate 

County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 

Sheriff’s Office 

Surrogate’s Vault 

Referees in Bankruptcy 
Chancery Division Chambers 
Compensation Courts 

All County Courts and Offices 
Municipal Courts and Offices 


District Courts 
All Parts of the District Courts 
in the Counties mentioned. 
2 
Services We Perform— 


Ascertaining corporate name 
availability and corporate in- 
formation 


Service of papers on attorneys 


Filing and delivery of papers, 
files, etc. 


Obtaining information and data 
Abstracting dockets . 


Searching and abstracting trade 
names, corps., chattel mtgs. 
estates, etc. 


Procuring Forms or Rules 
Marking District Court cases 


Obtaining police and hospital 
reports 


Messenger Service 


Our messenger calls at your 
office daily for your instructions 
and requests on forms provided 
by us. 


Reports 


A prompt report is given you 
on each request you make. 


THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


Serving the Bar of New Jersey 
For Over 30 Years 


NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
SERVICE 


240 Mulberry Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
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Panel To Discuss Eminent 
Domain At State Bar. ~ 
Meeting 


Real Property, Probate 
And Trust Law Section 
To Hold Luncheon 


The Supreme Court has assem- | 
bled a panel of experts to discuss 


The popular Section luncheon 
and forum of the Real Property, 
Probate and Trust Law Section 
will — con — | change in the statute and Rules” 
noon November at the Mid- | : 3 : ay 
Year Meeting of the New Jersey es — nobus angel scnagicnioek 
State Bar Association in Atlantic | wegred ae yond pp todiniricdiagreoed 
City. Superior Court Judge w. | Bar Association, November 18th | 
Orvyl Schalick of Camden will |@¢ 10:15 A.M. 
address the luncheon guests. The | Grover C. Richman, Jr. of Cam- | 
invocation will be by Dr. Joseph|;den, Chairman of the Supreme 
Kratzenstein, of the Community | Court’s Committee, will moderate 
Synagogue, Atlantic City. David! the session. Panelists will be Her- 





| 
| 
| 


“Eminent Domain—the need for | 


lof the 


| Attorney’s office available to the 


H. Schantz, Camden will be toast- 
master. 

Following the luncheon there 
will be a two panel forum prepar- 
ed by Harrison F. Durand of New- 
ark. The first panel will answer 


| bert J. Hannoch of Newark, Wil- 
|liam J. McCormack, Orange, Al- 
|fred A. Rochester, Denville, and 
| Russell E. Watson of New Bruns- 
| wick. 


submitted questions on Real Es- |} 


tate. Saul Tischler and Charles 
Danzig, both of Newark, and J. 
Gerard Carton, of Asbury Park, 
will make up the panel. 

The Probate and Trust Law 
Panel will be composed of 
John C. Shipley, Atlantic City, 
Abram A. Lebson, Englewood and 
Warren Lummis of Bridgeton. 

The late Justice Albert E. Burl- 
ing was scheduled to moderate 
the sessions. A successor for this 
program will be announced at a 
later date. 





Announcement 

Daniel J. O’Hern has become 

associated with Vincent J. McCue 

in the general practice of law at 
60 Broad St., Red Bank. 





Legal Secretaries 
Arrange ‘Day In Court’ 


Wednesday, November 16, 1960, 
has been the day set for the sec- 
ond annual “day in Court” spons- 
ored by the Passaic-Bergen Legal 
Secretaries Association. The main 
purpose of this special day is to 
give secretaries an opportunity to 
attend court sessions in order to 
study, first hand, the procedures 
of the courts. This year’s chair- 
man is Miss Jean Karwin. 

Annual “Day in Court” for legal 
secretaries was established at the 
fifth annual convention of the Na- 
tional Association of Legal Secre- 
taries held in Forth Worth, Texas, 
in 1956. 
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U.S. Attorney's Office 
To Be Open On 
Election Day 


United States Attorney Chester | 
A. Weidenburner announced that 
his offices at Newark, Trenton, | 
and Camden will be open at all | 
times during the voting and 
counting of ballots on Election | 
Day, November 8, 1960, to act| 
promptly against any violations 
federal election laws. 
of 


Acknowledging receipt in- 


structions from Attorney General | < 
William P. Rogers to make the} 


full facilities of the United States 


| citizens of New Jersey to the end | 


|that they may express their will | — 
in the forthcoming election with- | ° 


; out fraud, corruption or unlawful | 





| 





| discrimination, fraud, corruption, 


New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporaie Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 

Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 


requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 











interference of any nature, Mr. | 
Weidenburner said: 

“The primary responsibility for 
the conduct of elections rests 
with the appropriate state officials 
and the federal government does 
not have the authority to super- 
vise generally the conduct. of| 
elections. Federal jurisdiction does | 
exist, however, in instances where | 
voters are intimidated, threaten- | 
ed, coerced, or prevented from | 
voting for candidates of their own | 
choice; where money is paid to} 
voters to influence their vote; and | 
where various devices are utilized 


to dilute the true vote or prevent | ~ 
it from being properly counted | | 


as cast. 

“Where federal jurisdiction does 
exist, the United States Attor- 
ney’s staff will act expeditiously 
and vigorously on any responsible 
complaint. In order that prompt 
attention may be given to com- 
plaints from any citizen, arrange- 
ments have been made to have 
my offices at Newark, Trenton, 
and Camden open from 7:00 A.M. 
on Election Day, November 8, 1960, 
until such time as the results of 
the voting have been determined 
in all election districts within New 
Jersey. Either I or an Assistant | 
United States Attorney will be on 
duty at each office at all times} 
during that period. 

“No responsible complaint of 





or other possible federal violation 
will be disregarded. All violations 
will be dealt with as speedily and | 
as effectively as the law allows. 
All citizens of New Jersey are 
urged to bring any violation to 






the attention of my Office 
promptly.” 
os 
Bankruptcies 
The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin: T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg. 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 
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240 Mulberry St., ROOM AVAILABLE IN 
= 5 7 Broad Street, } 
Newark 1, N. J. Air « io Fur 
thomas 2y. MA 
y FOR RENT - ROOM IN fone 
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ATTORNEY ; 
for advancement. Minimum 

and trial experience. Give detailed 

and salary requirement. CLA 292. 
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‘| o trial 
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MArket 2-0783. 
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FOR SALE—COMPLETE LAW LIBRApRy 
A. Ullrick- Law Books, 387 Plymoy: 
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15 Park Row, New York 38, 
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The Hudson County 
Guild will 
hold a dinner meeting at 6:00! 
P.M., Thursday, November 10, 1960 
at the Union Club, Hoboken. 

The Chapter will have as its 
guest speaker the Rev. Robert F. 
Drinin, SJ., LL.B. and LLM., 
Dean of the Boston College Law 
School. He is a member of the 
Bars of Massachusetts, District of 
Columbia and the United States | 
Supreme Court. 
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WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 
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TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers . Operated for N.J. Lawyers 











Title Insurance Agencies In 
FREEHOLD @ MorristowN @ New BruNSWICK 
PATERSON @ Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
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